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Current Topics. 


THERE 1s no reason why the circumstances as to the making 
of the draft Land Transfer Rules, which have been communi- 
cated to the members of the Council of the Law Society, should 
not be made known to the profession. It is a fact that the 
period, as fixed by the original draft rules, at the end of which a 
possessory title may be transmuted into an absolute title, was two 
years ; that the committee, by a majority, changed this period 
to twelve years; that the Lord CUhancellor requested the 
committee to reconsider their decision as to this matter, and that 
the committee, after due reconsideration, again decided, by the 
same majority, to retain the period of twelve years, and that 
thereupon the Lord Chancellor intimated that he would of his 
own motion insert six years as the period in the draft rules, 
which, under the statutory provision, are to be made by him 
with the advice and assistance of the committee. 





THE RETIRING president of the Law Society had an excellent 
record to unfold at the recent meeting of the work done during 
his term of office. It has indeed been a memorable year in the 
annals of the society. Not only have the name of the corpora- 
tion, and some of the regulations of its old charter, been changed, 
and a sumptuous addition to its buildings been in progress, but 
the question of legal education has been brought to a head. 
Without waiting for the tardy decision as to the disposal of the 
funds available for a general school of law, the Council have 
established machinery of their own for the training of articled 
clerks. In the matter of legislation, again, the County Courts 
Extension of Jurisdiction Bill has been carried through the 
House of Commons, and having been read a second time in the 
House of Lords, may probably be considered safe. In all these 
matters Sir Atpert Roxir has taken a most active and efficient 
part, and he has certainly well deserved the vote of thanks 
which was unanimously accorded to him at the recent meeting. 
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We vnperstanp that an applicant for admission as a solicitor 
of the Supreme Court has appealed to the Master of the Rolls 
against the refusal of the Law Society to grant him a certificate 
that he has passed the examinations required by the Solicitors 
Act, 1877. The appeal to the Master of the Rolls is given by 
section 9 of the Act, which enacts that ‘any person who has 
been refused a certificate of having passed an intermediate or 
final examination, and who objects to such refusal, whether on 
account of the nature or difficulty of the questions put to him by 
the examiners or on any other ground whatsoever, shall be at 
liberty, within one month next after such refusal, to appeal by 
petition in writing to the Master of the Rolls against such 
refusal. .’ We have some difficulty as to the exact 
meaning of the section. Is the duty of the learned judge con- 
fined to a consideration of the questions put by the examiners or 
has he also to consider the sufficiency of the answers which the 
applicant has made to these questions? The only case which we 
can find in which the right of appeal was exercised came before 
the late Sir Gzorcz Jzsszt in 1881, the result of the appeal 
being in favour of the appellant. 





Tue peatH of Sir Joun Ricsy was in all probability a 
merciful release. His mental condition even before he left the 
bench was such as to cause deep pain to his friends. Some subtle 
injury to the brain, resulting from a severe fall, disordered his 
powerful intellect, and a man who, while at the bar, had an 
almost unrivalled reputation for soundness of judgment and 
knowledge of law, and as an advocate competed with Lord 
Davey for the first place at the Chancery bar, departed from 
the bench without having made any mark as a judge. It 
was undoubtedly this accident, not, as the writer of the 
Times notice seems to imagine, his appointment as a judge 
too late in life, which led to this unfortunate result. We 
should have said, and we did say at the time of his appointment, 
that he had every qualification for a great judge—firm grasp 
of legal principle, extensive knowledge of case law, power of 
lucid enunciation, and indefatigible industry. No one knew 
better than he that the difficulty in arriving at a correct con- 
clusion as to legal questions is not to find out the law, but to 
apply it to facts; and his laborious consideration of all the 
circumstances of each case which came before him for opinion, 
and of their bearing upon the application of legal doctrine, has 
probably seldom been rivalled. Alas that the benefit of this 
equipment for success on the bench should have been practically 





WE szz from the newspapers that there is no decrease in the 
number of protracted trials in the Court of Probate and elsewhere. 
A trial which lasts more than a week saddles the parties with 
heavy expenses, aud these expenses are prodigiously increased if 
at the close of the trial the jury are unable to agree. The law 
insisting upon unavimity in the verdict of the jury remains un- 
altered, but it is worth while to consider a scheme for its amend- 
ment which was proposed by one of the most experienced of our 
judges nearly fifty years ago. Lord Campxz 1, in his journal of the 
year 1854, after referring to the proposal to supersede the bar- 
barous custom of imprisoning and starving juries to compel 
unanimity, says: ‘‘I introduced this proviso, that after the jury 
had deliberated twelve hours, if nine or ten had agreed, their 
verdict should be taken and should have the same effect as the 
verdict of the twelve, subject to any objection which might 
thereafter be taken to it as being contrary to the evidence. If 
there is not such a concurrence of opinion at the expira- 
tion of twelve hours, the jury is to be discharged 
and the cause tried by another jury. The Commons changed 





this into an enactment which still required unanimity, but pro- 
vided that if at the expiration of twelve hours there is not a| 
unanimous verdict, the jury shall be discharged. To this I| 
would not agree, as you cannot insist upon unanimity without | 
com means of enforcing it, and according to the pro- 
. there would frequently be abortive trials in civil actions.” 
is prediction or warning has been fully supported b 
experi , and the time seems to have come when some fres 
might be made to rescue litigants from the burden of 
these abortive trials. 





Tue Revenve Bill which has been introduced by Mr. Anggy 
Exurorr, and which proposes various readjustments in regard 
revenue matters, includes under Part II. ‘ Stamps,” a cupi 
interference with the principle of limited liability. By the joix 
operation of section 112 of the Stamp Act, 1891, and section? 
the Finance Act, 1899, a statement of the amount which ig 4 
form the nominal capital of a company to be registered with 
limited liability, and also a statement of any increase in th 
capital, is to be delivered to the registrar, and is to be sta 
with an ad valorem duty of 5s. per hundred pounds. Wa 
regard to the stamp duty on initial capital, this works all righ 
The registrar can make sure of the duty before he registers th 
company. But in the case of an increase of capital there hy 
hitherto apparently been no peremptory means of enforgi 
payment, and clause 6 of the Revenue Bill is intended 
supply the omission. It requires that a duly stamped state 
ment of any increase of capital shall be delivered to th 
registrar within fifteen days after the passing of th 
resolution for the increase of capital, and then 
ceeds: ‘‘In default of that delivery, the duty, with interssy 
thereon at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum from the passing ¢ 
the resolution, shall be a debt to his Majesty recoverable fron 
the company, and the liability of holders of shares in the compay 
shall not as respects that debt be limited to the amount paid or payalk 
on their shares.” We should have thought that there was m 
occasion for making this liability an exception from the genenl 
rule as to limited liability, and if it is permitted at the instane 
of the Treasury it will be a very bad precedent. The State hy 
no interest in the matter superior to ordinary creditors, and ifs 
Crown debt is to be enforced in this way there is no reason 
whatever why all other creditors should not have equal facilities, 
Of course in such matters Parliament does little more thm 
register the decrees of the executive government, but we hop 
the obnoxious provision will be struck out. Other proposals 
with regard to stamp duties grant exemption to securities givm 
that coal shipped is for coast carriage, and not for exportation; 
limit the duty on collateral mortgages to 10s.; provide thats 
hire- purchase agreement is sufficiently stamped if stamped asa 
agreement or as a deed, as the case may be; provide for th 
stamping of policies on ships under construction or repair; and 
exempt officers’ commissions from stamp duty. 





Tue Revenue Bill also contains an important provision with 
respect to professional representation on income tax appeals. It 
is proposed that ‘if upon any appeal: under the Income Ta 
Acts, the commissioners for the general purposes of the said 
Acts refuse to permit a barrister or solicitor to plead before them 
or to hear any accountant, the appellant may, in lieu of pre 
ceeding with the appeal before them, appeal to the commis 
sioners for the special purposes of the said Acts, and the last 
mentioned commissioners are hereby required to hear the 
barrister, solicitor, or accountant.” The term “accountant” i 
defined to mean a person who has been admitted as a member of 
an incorporated society of accountants. Considering that income 
tax cases raise numerous questions of law, and that the matte 
of arguing them is really within the domain of advocacy, this 
inclusion of accountants we may suggest is out of place. Ther 
is no mystery in figures, and a lawyer should be able to deal 
with them for such purposes better than an accountant. While, 
therefore, the provision for professional representation will be 
of advantage both to the income tax authorities and to the tat 
payers, there seems to be good reason for saying that it should 
not be extended beyond the classes to whom the practice 
advocacy is confined, 


A xsorry pornt of practice was dealt with afew days ago bys 
specially-constituted full Court of Appeal*in a reserved judg 
ment, in the case of Wynne-Finch vy. Chaytor. It arose out df 
an order, made by Mr. Justice Fanwext in an action claiming 
damages for breach of covenants in a mining lease, referring 
the whole action to an official referee who was to have power ® 
direct judgment to be entered and otherwise deal with the whole 
action pursuant to order 36. The referee having entered judg: 
ment for the plaintiffs in pursuance of this order, the defe 
appealed against such judgment to the Court of Appeal. 
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int was taken that the proper course was for the defendant 
move to set aside the judgment before Farwet, J., 
goder rule 6 of order 40. As regards an action in the King’s 










of his being a director 
issue of the prospectus 
payment under the provisions of this Act shall be entitled to 


was true. Section 5 then enacts that ‘“‘ every person who by reason 


or of his having authorized the 


has become liable to make any 


76 Joi Bench Division the point is clear enough, for by ord. 40, r. 6, 

Section 7d where at a trial by a referee he has directed that any| recover contributions from any other person who if sued 
Which 8 oe: ent be entered, any party may move to set aside | separately would have been liable to make the same payment.” 
istered With IF such judgment, and to enter any other judgment, on the| The answer of RziTtivcer was that this right of contribution 
ong 1D the d that, upon the finding as entered, the judgment so| was limited to persons liable to make any payment under 
q i is wrong. Provided that in the Queen’s Bench Division | the provisions of the Act; that the plaintiff did not proceed 
ace .” But, until | under this Act, but brought a common law action for damages for 


gch motion shall be made to a Divisional Co 
























































deceit, and that in this action the rule laid down ia Merryweather 
v. Nizon applied. The Court of Appeal, apparently without the 
slightest hesitation, decided that the case was within section 5 
of the Act, and that the defendant’s right to contribution must 
be affirmed. Without suggesting that any injustice was done 
in the particular case, we can i 
decision would apply in which there might be serious hardship. 
A fraudulent director might induce co-directors, who were 


ine other cases to which the 


of carelessness only, to join him in issuing a prospectus 
which he had himself prepared, and afterwards, when damages 


had been recovered against him, claim contribution from those 


whom he had himself deceived. 





Tue casE of Mourmand v. LeClair (1903, 2 Q. B. 216), is a 
good illustration of the rule that where a mistake in a written 
agreement is so obvious on the face of it as to leave no doubt of 
the intention of the parties, without the assistance of external 
evidence, the contract is construed according to the obvious 
intention of the parties. A bill of sale to secure a loan of £70 
and interest at 1s. in the £ per month, stipulated that the principal 
and interest should be repaid by monthly instalments of ‘‘ seven ” 
on a certain date in each month. The question was whether it 
was possible to gather from the bill of sale the amount of the 
a Saga intended to be inserted, the necessary calculation — 
only possible if it were known by what date the principal an 

interest were to be repaid. If there were any reasonable doubt 
as to how the money was to be repaid, the bill of sale was 
invalid as not being in accordance with the form in the schedule 
to the Bills of Sale Act, 1882. Mistakes in spelling and in 
grammar, and even blanks in a deed, have been disregarded 
by the courts, but it was contended that in the present case the 
omission was of something required by the statute to be inserted. 
The Court of King’s Bench (Lord Atverstons, C.J., and Writs 
and CuanneLt, JJ.), held that, having regard to the fact that 
the principal sum secured by the bill of sale was £70, and that 
the interest was seventy shillings a month, it was unreasonable 
to suggest that repaymeut by monthly payments of “seven ” 
could mean anything but seven pounds, and upheld the bill of 
The rule of law on which the court acted is really a rule 
of common sense, which would be followed by any layman who 
had to interpret a document without the assistance of external 





Tre Lorp CHancettor has introduced into the House of 
Lords a Bill to avoid the extremely inconvenient effect of the 
decisions of that tribunal last May in Capital and Counties Bank 
v. Gordon and London City and Midland Bank v. Gordon. Those 
decisions, it will be remembered, shewed that the protection 
intended to be afforded to bankers in respect of the collection of 
crossed cheques by section 82 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 
1882, was in fact lost solely because the wording of the section 


cs all the decision in the case under notice, it has certainly been 
rye: ti generally considered, on the authority of the ruling of Kay, J., 
f there hull © Serie v. Fardell (38 W. R. 733), that such a motion ought to 
a be made to the judge or the Court of Appeal, and it has been 
intended i stated in some of the practice books. It had already been 
Dped steel decided in Clark v. Sonnenschein (25 Q. B. D. 226) that ord. 36, 
Ted to thi » 59, which gives the referee power to~gubmit questions to the 
. of the eourt, must be read with ord. 40, r. 6, so that the powers con-| A — 
th inte fg fered by it may be exercised by the court on an application | guilty 
‘th interest MH onder ord. 40, r. 6. The full Court of Appeal were of opinion 
P tLe “@ that the motion to set aside the order might be made either to 
rable fom Hf the judge or the Court of Appeal, but that, by virtue of rule 17 
J company Mot order 58, which provides that ‘‘whenever . . . an applica- 
or payalk B tion may be made either . . . to a judge of a court below, 
ne Was or to the Court of Appeal, it shall be made in the first 
© gener! HF instance to . . . the judge below,” the motion ought to 
ye be made to the judge. This decision ‘is, of course, un- 
Stata questionable upon the rules as they stand, and must be taken 
, andits Hf overrule Serle v. Fardell (supra), but it may certainly be 
7: “lite seriously questioned whether it is a satisfactory state of procedure. 
acilities The very object for which the judge is given the power to refer 
al = the case to a referee seems to be defeated by such a course. For, 
we 20% H where difficult and technical details of great complexity, not 
r ropoetl involving any principle, have to be gone into, it is very con- 
ics c= venient to be able to refer the matter to a referee and save a 
crtstias IE protracted trial before the judge. Butif the party against whom 
a : the order is made can appeal from the decision of the referee 
4 f oy both on the facts and the law to the judge, who must re-try the 
oa br whole case, the utility of such a power of reference is very much 
ae diminished, and it would seem merely an extra step in the litiga- 
tion, involving useless and unnecessary expense aud delay. In 
such cases it seems far better that the case should go direct to 
ion with the Court of Appeal. 
pals, It 
me Tax THE FINAL decision in the case of Gerson v. Simpson (1903, 2 
the said K. B. 197) has not, we think, received as much attention as it 
re them deserved. The action was brought against the defendant for 
of pro fraudulent misrepresentation in the prospectus of a company, the 
Doman defendant and one Rerriicer being co-promoters of this com- i 
the Last pany. At the trial the question was left to the jury whether the | 8?** 
par the statements in the prospectus were false to the knowledge of the 
ant" B defendant, and whether such false statements had a material effect | “* d 
nber of in inducing the plaintiff to take shares in the company. The | °V*®e"Ce- 
ince? jury found a verdict for the plaintiff with substantial damages, 
matter RgIrLiInGER, against whom the defendant had obtained leave 
oy, this to issue and serve a third party notice claiming contribution, was 
There found by the jury to have known that one of the statements in 
to deal — was a fraudulent misstatement. The judge, upon the 
While ings of the jury, gave judgment for the plaintiff against 
will be the defendant for the whole amount of the damages, and for the 
ne tax defendant against Rerriiverr for half that sum. Upon 
should the facts above stated it would appear that the defendant 
tice of was liable at common law for deceit. The case of 





Merryweather v. Nixon (8 T. R. 186) has decided that contribu- 
tion cannot be claimed by one tortfeasor from another, and it has 
recently been held in the House of Lords that it is too late to 
question that decision in this country. But the defendant in 









ut a pert of his claim to contribution relied upon the Directors’ 
iming Liability Act, 1890, s. 5. By section 3, sub-section 1, of the 
srring Act aright to recover compensation is — to persons who 
vor 0 ave subscribed for shares on the faith of a prospectus against 
whole rs or promoters who have authorized the issue of the 
judg- prospectus, for damage occasioned by untrue statements con- 
dant tained in the prospectus, without its being necessary to prove 





was not in accordance with actual banking practice. The section 
provides that where a banker, in good faith and without negli- 
ence, receives payment for a customer of a crossed cheque, and 
e customer's title to the cheque is bad, the bank shall not incur 
liability to the true owner of the cheque. The intention of this is 
obvious. A bank, acting in good faith and without negligence, 
is to be able to collect a crossed cheque for a customer without 
fear of the consequences. But in the ordinary course a cheque 
is credited to the customer the day when it is paid in, aed he is 
usually allowed to draw against it. In the above cases it was 
held that in adopting this course banks purchase the cheques 
from their oustomers, and when they pemenig 24 collect the 
yeeds they do this, not for their customers, but for themselves. 





on the part of the defendant, unless he proves that he had 
teasonable ground to believe and did believe that the etatement 
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Consequently they were held not to be within the protection of 
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the section. This extremely technical reading of the section 
threatened a complete dislocation of banking business, and there 
will, it may be anticipated, be no difficulty in passing the Lord 
Chancellor’s Bill, which proposes to restore to section 82 its 
proper meaning by enacting as follows: ‘‘A banker receives 
payment of a crossed cheque for a customer within the meaning 
of section 82 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, notwithstanding 
that he credits his customer with the amount of the cheque before 
receiving payment thereof.”’ 





In tHE case of Re Maitland, Pickthall v. Dawes, which came 
before Mr. Justice Kexewrcn last week, it appeared that an 
auctioneer had been appointed under the court to put up for sale 
two houses, the remuneration fixed by the master including a 
specific sum with disbursements if the property was not sold 
The auction took place, but there was no bid. The property 
having been afterwards disposed of by private treaty, the 
auctioneer claimed a further sum in addition to the amount fixed 
by the court, and produced evidence of a custom of the trade by 
which an auctioneer employed by the court was entitled to a 
commission on a sale not effected by himself but effected within 
a reasonable time after the auction, on the ground that the 
work done by the auctioneer had contributed to the finding of a 
purchaser or to an increase in the price. The learned judge 
delined to consider this evidence, and referred the matter to the 
senior master to report as to the practice in the Chancery 
Division in such a case. It was afterwards stated that this report 
was unfavourable to the claim of the auctioneer, which was 
accordingly rejected by the learned judge. 








The Liability of Solicitors for 
Matters of Opinion. 


Tue primary duty of a solicitor is to advise his clients on 
matters of law. Incidentally to this he is often called upon to 
give them, or to persons having dealings with them, the benefit 
of his opinion on many other matters, and his position and ex- 
perience enable him in this manner to render valuable assistance. 
But the recent case of Worthington & Co. (Limited) v. Pakeman 
shews the trouble which may arise when the advice happens to 
lead to an unfortunate result, while at the same time it vindi- 
cates very conclusively the good faith of the solicitor concerned. 
The action was brought—according to the report in the Times 
of the 20th of March last—by Worruincton & Co. (Limited), 
brewers, of Burton, to recover damages from a selicitor for 
alleged fraudulent misrepresentations. The defendant had acted 
as solicitor for the Grape Vinegar Co. (Limited), a company to 
which the plaintiffs had supplied beer. The plaintiffs had 
allowed the company a short period of credit, and in April, 1900, 
a sum of about £600 was due to be paid. The company 
applied for an extension of the credit, and the plaintiffs, before 
acceding to their request, made inquiries from the defendant as to 
their financial position. In answer to the inquiries the defendant 
wrote a letter in which he said: “‘I write to say that, in my 
opinion, you need have no hesitation in giving the proposed 
credit to the Grape Vinegar Co. (Limited). The company is 
supported by influential clients of mine in the persons of Mr. 
Heszy W. Petuam-Cinsron and Mr. Cozzer Epwanps (son of 
Sir Bevax Evwaxns, Bart.), and I feel sure that these gentlemen 
would not be connected with a company except under such 
circumstances that the creditors are quite secure.” The plaintiffs 
acordingly gave the extended credit and also supplied the 
company with further goods to the amount of £772. Payment, 
however, was not forthcoming, and ultimately a winding-up 
order was made against the company, which then owed 
the plaintifis nearly £1,400 and had no assets. It appears 
that at the date of the above letter Mr. H. W. Peruam- 
Custos and Mr, Conver Evwazps, who were both directors of the 
compavy, bad made advances to it of £500 and £2,000 respec- 
tively, and that debentures had been issued to them to secure 
these sums. The beer was required by the company for the 
of bottling under a new process, and the company really 
Sout’ upon the success of this process, The process, how- 
ever, was 4 failure. 









Under the above circumstances the plaintiffs launched the), 
action for fraudulent misrepresentation, and at the trial befon 
the Lord Chief Justice and a special jury the jury found, 
verdict for the plaintiffs for £600. But from the account of the 
matter contained in the judgment of the Master of the 
given upon the appeal, a transcript of the shorthand notes gf 
which we have had the opportunity of seeing, it is obvious tha 
the verdict was suspicious from the first. ‘* What happened,” 
said Sir Ricnarap Coxirys, “ was that after the summing up of 
the learned judge, the learned judge left the building, and th 
jury came in after he had gone away, and the associat 


their mor 


asked them whether they had agreed on their verdict. In their mo! 
the first instance they said they gave their verdict for the lM yjew was 
defendant. That was afterwards corrected, and it became obviou #§ gould se 
from the exclamation of some of the jurors that the verdict they further e 
had agreed upon had been committed to writing, and the fore % that they 
man was about to read that and had got thus far into it when he & that the) 
was stopped by the associate—he read: ‘ We find that the M seems t 
defendant was indiscreet and therefore’—that was the utter. arsEw 
ance which the associate refused to receive, and, refusing to § the chal 
receive it, demanded from them a verdict either for the plaintiffs pletely. 
or for the defendant, and therefore they gave a verdict for the & that inf 
plaintiffs.” This account obviously shews that the jury had % guch an 
not grasped the idea that to support the verdict it was H agsets 0 
necessary for a case of fraud t> be made out, and they wer @ the fina 
going upon some supposed indiscretion of the defendant @ figures 


Incidentally we may suggest that it is inadvisable that the 
judge should be absent at the time when the verdict—upon a 
correct rendering of which the whole case depends—is given, 
However, the Lord Chief Justice sufficiently shewed 
his view of the matter in the report which he furnished to the 
Court of Appeal, and in which—to quote again from the judg- 
ment of the Master of the Rolls—he said as follows: “I do 


not think the jury ever understood this case. I judge this, not thew 
only from the statement they began to make at the time of their Appeal 
verdict, but by their demeanour when they interrupted in the Vice-C 
course of the defendant’s examination. I am satisfied they found Forms 
against the defendant from some idea that he had been negligent certair 
aud not because they thought there had been any fraud. I tnink in tha 
there must be a new trial.” with | 
Under the circumstances it is not surprising that the Court of compe 
Appeal held that the verdict could not stand, and they shewed would 
their opinion of the weakness of the plaintiffs’ case by at one shop 
entering judgment for the defendant instead of requiring him to comp: 
undergo the formality of a new trial. His letter was at mosta who 
statement of opinion—a statement,. that is, of a fact, namely, widor 
the conclusion he had himself arrived. at—and its correct also 
ness could in no way depend upon the misfortunes which after 
subsequently befell the Grape Vinegar Oo. Moreover, ‘the the | 
letter shewed that he did not purport to be basing his belief of le 
upon a critical examination of the assets and liabilities of the for tl 
company. He himself went on to specify the grounds w that 
which his opinion was formed. He had clients of respectability and | 
who were interested in the company, and he was convi of th 
that they would not allow creditors to suffer. In this it appears it w 
—at any rate as regards these particular creditors, we know that 
nothing about any others—he was wrong, but he had put the of t] 
plaintiffs in a position to judge whether his opinion was such imp 
as they should follow, pad considering that the Grape Vinegar cove 
Co. was dependent upon a new process he did apparently all - sedi 
that was possible. He vouched for the respectability of persons ben 


who were interested in putting the process into operation. “ee 





Moreover, it is very important to notice that he had himself no pur 
pecuniary interests at stake. With the plaintiffs it was a com ord 
mercial venture whether they should go on trusting the com or | 
pany. If the company succeeded, it may be assumed that they wh 
would have secured a profitable customer. But the defendant an 
was only in the position of solicitor to the company, and he set 
assisted the plaintiffs by giving them the best opinion he was as 
able to form, Re 

The only circumstances which seem to have been suggested i 
as establishing the case of fraud were the issue of the debentures de 
to Mr, Petnam-Oriwrow and Mr. Epwarps, and the omission # it 





inform the plaintiffs of this issue. But this was evidently # 
very slight foundation on which to base so serious a charge 
The fact that persons interested ina company take debenture 
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gs security for advances does not necessarily conflict with an 
intention to see outside creditors paid. The Master of the Rolls 
gummed up the matter by saying: “He [the defendant] gives 
his opinion, and he gives his reasons for thinking they are likely 
to be paid, not based on Ve company’s] flourishing condition 
or on anything of the kind, but on the character of the persons 
who are dealing with it, and on the fact that they have staked 
their interest by putting down their money and taking security for 
it, They are interested in the ——— and they would not put 
their money upon its securities if they were not willing to risk 
their money on the success of the company, and the defendant’s 
yiew was that their character and position was such that they 
would see creditors paid. Unless the plaintiffs can bring some 
further evidence than the existence of debentures and the fact 
that they were not mentioned by the defendant, it seems to me 
that they have not discharged the onus, and when analyzed that 
seems to me the only point they make.” The judgments of 
Marnew and Cozzens-Harpy, L.JJ., were to the like effect, and 
the charge of fraud against the defendant broke down com- 
pletely. Moreover, it may be suggested that the letter gave just 
that information which might be expected from a solicitor upon 
such an occasion. He was not asked as to the liabilities and 
assets of the company. [If the plaintiffs wished to examine 
the financial position they could doubtless have obtained the 
figures and formed their own judgment. 








The Enforcement of Covenants 


Running With Land. 


Ay important decision with respect to the right to enforce a 
covenant running with land has been given by the Court of 
Appeal in Formby v. Barker (ante, p. 690), on appeal from the 
Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster. In 1868 
Formpy conveyed to the Mutual Land Oo. (Limited) in fee 
certain land at Formby, Lancashire, being the whole of his land 
in that neighbourhood. The conveyance contained a covenant 
with Formpy, his heirs, executors, and administrators, by the 
company, for themselves, their successors and assigns, that they 
would not build on a certain part of the land “ any beerhouse or 
shop or any hotel of less annual value than £50.” The land 
company assigned this part of the land to the defendant Barker, 
who took with notice of the covenant. The plaintiff was the 
widow and universal devisee and legatee of Formsy, and was 
also his administratrix with the will annexed. In 1902, 
after the death of Formpy, the defendant began to erect on 
the land in question two shops, not for the sale of beer, 
of less annual value than £50, and the action was commenced 
for the purpose of restraining him from doing this on the ground 

it was a breach of the covenant. But the Vice-Chancellor 
and the Court of Appeal took the view that, from the position 
of the word “‘shop” in the covenant, it must be inferred that 
it was confined to shops connected with the sale of beer, and 
that consequently the defendant was not committing any breach 
of the covenant. Both courts, however, also dealt with the more 
important question whether, even if there was a breach of the 
covenant, the plaintiff was entitled to sue in respect of it, 


' seeing that her testator had not retained any land to which the 


benefit of the covenant could attach. 
. In general, a vendor who takes a restrictive covenant from a 
purchaser usually retains adjacent land, and the question which 
ordinarily arises is whether purchasers of the land so retained, 
or of part of it, are entitled to enforce the covenant. In cases 
where land has been laid out upon a uniform plan for building, 
and all the purchasers are subjected to similar covenants, it is well 
settled that each is entitled to the benefit of the covenants 
OS ang the rest. ‘This right,” said Haw, V.0., in 
nats v. Cowlishaw (26 W. R. 754, 9 Oh. D., p. 129), 
exists not only where the several parties execute a mutual 
deed of covenant, but wherever a mutual contract can be 
sufficiently established.” Where there is no building scheme, 
it is more difficult to determine whether the benefit of the 
ovenant passes to purchasers of the land retained by the 
Yend»r, The question to be decided is whether the vendor 


intended that the coyenant should pass. Where the covenant! former husband, 





was clearly entered into for the benefit of the land retained, and 
where the whole of this land is conveyed to the subsequent 
purchaser, it follows as a matter of course that the benefit of 
the covenant goes with it. Where, oa the other hand, only a 
part of the land is sold, and the covenant does not in its nature 
apply separately to each part of the land, then it is for the 
assign to shew in the particular case that he “ acquired his 
property with the benefit of the covenant—that is, it must appear 
that the benefit of the covenant was part of the subject-matter 
of the purchase’: Renals v. Cowlishaw (supra). 

But in the case where the vendor retains no land to which 
the benefit of the covenant can be incident, it is difficult to treat 
the covenant as other than purely personal to himself, and in 
London and South-Western Railway Co. v, Gomm (32 W. R. 321, 
20 Ch. D. 562) Jesszt, M.R., used language which indicates that 
such a covenant must be so treated. There the question was 
whether a covenant to reconvey land offended against the rule of 
perpetuities, and it was held that it did, since it created an 
interest in the land. But it was also pointed out that, if it did 
not create an interest in land, then it would be personal only, 
and not binding as between assigns of the original parties. It 
may be contended, however, that the equitable doctrine under 
which a covenant is enforced on the ground of notice is not 
subject to any such limitation. “If parties,” said Carmys, L.C., in 
Doherty v. Aliman (26 W. R. 513, 3 App. Cas., p. 720), “‘ for 
valuable consideration, with their eyes open, contract that 
a particular thing shall not be done, all that a court of 
equity has to do is to say, by way of injunction, that 
which the parties have already said by way of covenant, that 
the thing shall not be done; and in such case the injunction 
does nothing more than give the sanction of the process of the 
court to that which already is the contract between the parties.” 
And the same doctrine was clearly expressed by Kyicur-Brvce, 
L.J., in De Mattos v. Gibson (4 De G. & J. 282): ‘‘ Reason and 
justice seem to prescribe that where a man, by gift or purchase, 
acquires property from another, with basnbohes of a previous 
contract . to use and employ the property for a particular 
purpose in a specified manner, the acquirer shall not to the material 
damage of the third person, in opposition to the contract and 
inconsistently with it, use and employ the property in a manner 
not allowable to the giver or seller.” But while such p 
fully bear out the doctrine established by Zulk v. Morhay (2 
Ph. 774), under which restrictive covenants are enforced in 
equity against purchasers with notice, whether they do or do not 
run with the land at law, yet they do not absolve the plaintiff 
from shewing that he is really interested in enforcing the 
covenant, and this he does not do unless he is either the original 
covenantee, or an assign of lands which the covenantee retained, 
and to which the covenant could be attached. In the present 
case the plaintiff did not fulfil either of these conditions, and 
hence, even assuming that there had been a breach of ths 


covenant, her action failed. 








Maitre Albert Danet, batonnier of the Order of Advocates of Paris, 
visited the Law Courts on the 23rd ult., and oceupied a seat on the bench. 
In the afternoon M, Danet paid a visit to the Lord Chancellor at the 


House of 

For the first time on record, says the Paris correspondent of the Dwily 
Telegraph, damages have been allowed to a husband against his wife by the 
courts here. It is a principle of French jurisprudence that “ conjagal 
wrongs ’’ can never lead to claims for pecuniary compensation ; but a new 
precedent has now been established. e courts came to the conclusion 
that the husband had been specially badly used in this particular case. 
Hardly had he left the church with his blushing bride on his arm than she 
began to abuse him. In the presence of the wedding guests she told him 
that she hated him, that he was ridiculous and unattractive, and that she 
could not for the life of her conceive why she had ever married him. Atall 
events, she was thoroughly determined never to live with him, and she 
never did, She gave no reason for her behaviour except that she had made 
a mistake, and had thought she liked him, but suddenly found she did not, 
The discomfited husband applied for a divorce, and asked for damages into 
the bargain. The courts have dissolved the marriage, and have allowed 
the second claim alse, on the ground that, although the above-mentioned 
principle of jurisprudence remains unaltered, nevertheless ‘‘ in cases where 
one of the parties has inflicted an undoubted and direct damage on the 
other by thus deriding the legal bond of matrimony on the actual wedding 
day,” the injured spouse is entitled to compensation, The rebellious, 
now divorced, wife will accordingly have to pay £200 damages to her 
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Reviews. 
The Encyclopedia of Law. 


ENCYCLOPEDIA OF THE LAW OF ENGLAND: BEING A NEW ABRIDG- 
MENT BY THE Most Emtnent LEGAL AUTHORITIES. VOL. XIII.: 
SUPPLEMENT. Prepared by A: W. Donan, M.A., LL.B., Barrister- 
at-Law. AND EXHAUSTIVE INDEX TO THE ENTIRE WoRK. Pre- 

by Wrtu1AM BovsTEap, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & 
axwell (Limited); William Green & Sons. 

The publishers of this useful work are to be congratulated on their 
enterprize in issuing so soon a supplementary volume, and thus includ- 
ing the most recent statutes and cases. Few things wear away their 
freshness so rapidly as law books, and though the contents of the original 
Encyclopedia areof permanent value, yet thepractitioner who consults 
any article requiresa ready means of discovering if any changes have been 
made in the branch of the law with which it deals. Thisisnow afforded to 
him in the present volume, which has been compiled with much care and 
completeness. Of new statutes which have received full consideration 
we may notice the Companies Act, 1900, and the Factories and 
Workshop Act, 1901, while under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1897, a large number of decisions have been annotated. Other im- 
portant subjects which have been much before the courts, and on 
which instructive articles have been added, are Bankruptcy, the 
Death Duties, Gaming, Highways, Insurance, Rating, Stamps, and 
the law as between Vendor and Purchaser. The article on Trade 
Unions contains an interesting discussion of the effect of recent 
famous decisions on that subject, and the able article on Martial Law, 
reviewing (int-r w/a) the decision in Marais's case (1902, A. C. 109), 
bears witness to the manner in which history has been making itself. 
Besides these additions to the subject-matter of the work, the present 
volume also includes an index to the entire series. The publishers 
have thus greatly increased the value of the work both in substance 
and in convenience of reference. 





Compensation. 


A CopE oF THE LAW oF COMPENSATION UNDER THE LANDS 
Ciavuses ACTS, AND OTHER STATUTES RELATING TO THE Com- 
PULSORY PURCHASE oR INJURIOUS AFFECTING OF LAND. 
TOGETHER WITH AN APPENDIX, CONTAINING FORMS AND PRECE- 
DENTS; THE ARBITRATION AcT, 1899; PART OF THE SETTLED 
LAanpD Acts, 1882, 1887, AnD 1890; OrpDERS 42, 53, AND 64 of 
THE SvuPREME CovrT RULES; CrowN OFFICE RULES FOR 
Manpamvs; SPECIMENS OF VALUATIONS MADE FOR THE PURPOSE 
OF COMPENSATION; AND VALUATION TaBLES. By SyYLvain 
Mayer, B.A. (Lond.), Ph.D., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited); Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 

This work is an important addition to the text-books which deal 
with the law of compensation. The leading statute is, of course, the 
Lands Clauses Act, and under each section of this important enact- 
ment the propositions which have been established by the cases are 
given in a series of articles printed in distinctive type. To a large 
extent these propositions deal with matters of procedure, but under 
some sections—notably section 68, on the injurious affecting of land— 
important questions of principle have been settled, and it is neces- 
sary for the practitioner to have these clearly stated. Most of the 
points have been decided by a series of House of Lords cases —Ricket v. 
Metropolitan Rail ray Co. (15 W. R, 937, L. R. 2H. L. 175) and others— 
and their effect is given fully, and as far as we have noticed, accurately. 
The series of propositions under section 80, dealing with the costs 
payable by promoters where money is paid into court, usefully 
arrange a large mass of somewhat troublesome decisions ; and section 
92, on the taking of part of a house, furnishes the occasion for an 
interesting examination of the authorities. Mr. Mayer has given 
similar treatment to parts of the Railway Clauses Consolidation Act, 
1845, and other relevant statutes, and the utility pf the book is 
i by precedents of forms and specimens of valuations. 
Altogether he has written a very complete book on the law of com- 
pensation, and the profession will doubtless appreciate the result of 
the labour which it has involved. 





Imperial Statutes 


THe IMPERIAL STATUTES APPLICABLE TO THE COLONIES. Vou. L: 
STATUTES OF GENERAL APPLICATION. By Francis TAYLor 
Pigott, M.A., LL.M., Procureur and Advocate-General of 
Mauritius. W. Clowes & Sons (Limited). 


This is an interesting and carefully compiled collection, but to 
describe it as comprising ‘‘ the Imperial Legislation applicable to the 
colonies ” is a little misleading, and it would have been perhaps more 
usefully described as all the Imperial Legislation ‘‘ expressly or by 





necessary implication” soapplicable. -The rule is that, in the cage , 
colonies acquired by occupation the first British occupants, who! 
occupation constituted the colony, bring with them all pre-exigtip 
Acts of Parliament suited to their new surroundings and retain 
Acts as law until changed by specially empowered Legislatures of the, 
own. By the operation of this rule (which it need hardly be gj 
is often difficult to apply in practice) the Statute of Frauds ; 
applicable to most, if not all, of the colonies, and the 

Act is applicable to some, though not most, of the coloniq 
So ‘‘ probably” are many old coinage statutes, by not a few of whig 
(see e.g., the repealed 5 Eliz. c. 11) clipping coin is a capital off 
but Mr. Pigott has left out the Statute of Frauds and the Wills Ag 
and printed the old coinage Acts, while he has not quite consiste 
omitted such curious and still unrepealed Imperial Acts as 5 Eliz, ¢ 
9, by which both the ears of a convicted perjurer who cannot pay, 
£20 fine are directed to be nailed to the pillory, the Acte for May. 
tenance of Artyllarie (33 Hen. 8, c. 9), by which labourers are fo. 
bidden to play at bowls “ out of Christmas,” and the Sunday Ente. 
tainment Act of 1781. 

We find, however, very useful selections from the Death Dutix 
Acts, the Income Tax Acts, the Copyright Acts, the Merchant 
Shipping Act, the Bills of Exchange Act, the Post Office Acts, the 
Extradition Acts, the Privy Council Acts, the Army Act (whichiy 
followed by Rules of Procedure), and other sets of Acts to 
numerous to mention; and Mr. Pigott has gone so far as to include, 
besides the Colonial Clergy Act of 1874, the Public Worship Reguk- 
tion Act of the same year, and the Clergy Discipline Act, 1892. That 
the recent and very important Colonial Solicitors Act, 1900, is duly 
printed we need hardly say. The Acts are arranged in sets unde 
alphabetical titles. 

There is a remarkably good index and table of contents, and the 
introduction (which is, however, scarcely full enough) should be care- 
fully studied. We are glad to observe that the important preamble 
of the Copyright Act, 1842, so foolishly deleted by our Statute Law 
revisers, and so far as we can discover preambles generally, whether 
so deleted or not, have been printed as Parliament left theim, though 
Mr. Pigott. has frequently noticed and properly given the results of 
the repeals effected by Statute Law revision. 





Legal Maxims 


LEGAL MAXIMS, WITH OBSERVATIONS AND CASES. IN Two Parts. 
Part I.: ONE HunDRED MAXIMS, WITH OBSERVATIONS AND 
Cases. Part II.: Ergot HuNDRED MAXIMS, WITH TRANSLA- 
TIONS. By the late GrorGE FREDERICK WHARTON, Solicitor. 
THIRD Epition. Law Times Office. 

This work refers to courts of common law and courts of equity a 
still having a separate existence, and to twenty years as the time for 
limitation of actions to recover land, and it describes as still pending 
a proposal that choses in action should be made assignable at law. We 
shall, therefore, perhaps be safe in assuming that the present edition 
is simply a reprint of the last, and that no attempt at revision 
has been made. This is not in general a useful mode of dealing with 
a law book, and though legal maxims are chiefly valuable by reason 
of their antiquity, yet it is useful to know the recent cases in which 
they have been applied. The maxim “‘ fulsa demonstratio non nocet,” 
for instance, deserves to have modern authorities like Cowen v. Truefitt 
(1899, 2 Ch. 309) noted against it. If, however, the book be taken 
simply as a storehouse of maxims which have crept into the law, it will 
doubtless be found useful. 





Books Received. 


A New Manual for Commissioners on Colonial Commissions for 
Oaths, Affidavits, and Proofs in the United Kingdom for Record in 
British Colonies and India, and the Fees Thereon. With a Chapter on 
Commissionerships of Deeds in England for American States; 
Appendices of Practical Ferms, and Lists of Commissioners extrac 
from the Register of the Law Society and other sources. By GEORGE 
EvGéneE SoLomon, Solicitor. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 








The order for the Second Reading in the House of Commons of the 
Justices of the Peace Bill was discharged on Wednesday. 

On the 28th ult., in the House of Commons, Lg Whitley asked the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he could state the total cost of the 
proceedings relating to the ownership of the Irish gold ornaments; how 
much of the cost consisted of fees to the law officers of the Crown; what 
was the estimated value of the ornaments; and would the Treasury have 
to pay the costs of both appellants and respondents in the action? Mr. 
Balfour said: The total costs of the proceedings was £3,114 0s. 2d. The 
fees of the law officers were £595 5s. The amount paid by the British 
Museum for the ornaments was £600. The Treas paid the 
costs of the British Museum, the defendants in the action, amounting # 
£1,486 12s. 2d. 
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Result of Appeals. 


House of Lords. 

(lippens Oil Co. (Limited) ». Edinburgh District Water Trustees .(Declara- 
tor). Further and fully heard and consideration adjourned 
sine die. July 28. 

Appeal Court I. 
(New Trial Paper.) 

Gale v. Rymney and Aber Valleys Gas and Water Co. Application of 
defendants for judgment or new trial on appeal from verdict and 
judgment, at trial before Mr. Justice Phillimore and a common jury, 
Glamorgan (set down April 8, 1903). Dismissed with costs. July 24. 

(Final List.) 

Buitenlandshe Bankvereeniging (London Agency) v. Walter Hildesheim. 
Appeal of plaintiffs from judgment of Mr. Justice Darling, without 
a jury, Middlesex (set down Jan. 5, 1903). Allowed with costs. 
July 24. 

faston v. Lady Ashmead Bartlett. Appeal of defendant from judgment 
of Mr. Justice Ridley, without a jury (set down Jan. 10, 1903). 
Allowed with costs. July 24. 

Pomfret (Widow and Others), Applicant v. Lancashire and Yorkshire 
Railway Co., Respondents. Appeal of respondents from award of 
County Court (Lancashire, Manchester), set down April 1, 1903. Dis- 
missed with costs. July 25. 

(Final List.) 

Molyneux v. Hawtrey. Appeal of plaintiff from judgment of Mr. Justice 
Wright, without a jury, Middlesex (set down Jan. 13, 1903). Dis- 
missed with costs. July 27. 

Lewis v. Alexander and Others. Appeal of plaintiff from judgment of 
Mr. Justice Wright, without a jury, Middlesex (set down Jan. 20, 
1903). Dismissed with costs. July 27. 

(To be Mentioned.) 

De Keyser v. Burrows and Another. No order. 

(Interlocutory List ) 

Whitaker v. Barber and Another. Appeal of’ plaintiff from order of Mr. 
Justice Phillimore (set down July 14, 1903). Allowed with costs. 
July 28. 

Stephen v. The Bartié Corporation (Limited) and Yapp (Claimant). 
Appeal of claimant from order of Mr. Justice Phillimore (set down 
July 16, 1903). Allowed with costs. July 28. 

Bradshaw v. Craig. Appeal of defendant from order of Mr. Justice 
Darling (set down July 17, 1903). Dismissed with costs. July 28. 

(Interlocutory List.) 
(For Judgment.) 

In re an Arbitration between William Stone and Arthur H. Hastie. 
Appeal of A. H. Hastie from order of Mr. Justice Walton (set down 
July 18, 1903). Dismissed with costs. July 29. 

(For Hearing.) 

Koenig v. The Temple Press (Limited). Appeal of defendants from order 
of Mr. Justice Lawrance (set down July 17, 1903). Dismissed with 
costs. July 29. 

(Final List.) 


Amur Syndicate (Limited) v. Medhurst. Appeal of defendant from judg- 
ment of Mr. Justice Wright, without a jury, Middlesex (set down Jan. 
21, 1903). Dismissed with costs. July 29. 


(Interlocutory List.) 
(For Judgment.) 
Haworth v. Andrew Knowles & Sons (Limited), Accident Society, and 


July 28. 


Others. Appeal of defendants from order of the Lord Chief Justice 
and Justices Wills and Channell (set down July 23, 1903). Dismissed 
with costs. July 30. 


(Final List.) 
(For Hearing.) 


Appeal of plaintiff from judgment of Mr. Justice 
Allowed 


Rowell v. Rowell. 
Wright, without a jury, Middlesex (set down Jan, 24, 1903). 
with costs. July 30. 

The Finance Mines Industries Association (Limited) v. A. G. Spalding & 
Brothers. Appeal of plaintiffs from judgment of Mr. Justice Darling, 
with a common jury, Middlesex (set down Jan. 29, 1903). Struck out 
for want of appearance. July 30. 

Moloney v. Stonnell. Appeal of plaintiff from judgment of Mr. Justice 
Darling, without a jury, Middlesex (set down Jan. 30, 1903). Allowed 
with costs. July 30, 

Jeffreys (‘Trustee, &c.) v. Waller. Appeal of plaintiff from judgment of 
Mr. Justice Wright, without a jury, Middlesex (set down Feb. 5, 1903). 
Allowed with costs. July 30. 


Appeal Court II. 


(Final List.) 
(For Judgment.) 
Moore v. Todd. Appeal of defendant from judgment of Mr. Justice 


In re Jenner's Settlement and 


De Quetteville v. De Quetteville (on minutes of order). (Lunacy Matter.) In 


re Rev. Wm. de Quetteville, a person of unsound mind not so found by 
Inquisition. Minutes agreed; costs of all parties to come out of 


estate. July 25. 
(General List.) 


Boyce v. The Mayor, Aldermen, and Councillors of the Metropolitan 


Borough of Paddington. Ap’ of 
Justice Buckley (set down Dec. 29, 1902). 
Allowed with costs. July 25. 


(Final List.) 


plaintiff from order of Mr. 
Part heard May 6, 1903. 


The Barque Quilpue (Limited) +. J. & A. Brown. Appeal of plaintiffs 


from judgment of Mr. Justice Kennedy, without a jury, Middlesex 
(set down Dec. 16, 1902). Part heard. Dismissed with costs. 


July 27. 


R. W. Leyland & Co. v. Antony-Gibbs, Sons, & Co. Appeal of plaintiffs 


from judgment of Mr. Justice Kennedy, without a jury, Middlesex 
(set down Dec. 16, 1902). Dismissed with costs. July 27. 


R. & D. Jones (Limited) v. F. Green & Co. Appeal of plaintiffs from 


judgment of Mr. Justice Kennedy (dated Dec. 2, 1902), without a 
jury, Middlesex. Dismissed with costs. July 28. 
(General List.) 
Trusts, &c. Nepean v. Jenner. Appeal of 
defendant from order of Mr. Justice Byrne (set down July 5, 1902). 
Part heard Feb. 12, 1903. Settled by consent. July 28. 
(Final List.) 
(For Judgment.) 


Sanderson v. The Blyth Theatre Co. (Limited) and Hope. Appeal of 


defendants Blyth Theatre Co. (Limited) from judgment of Mr. Justice 
Grantham, with a special jury, Newcastle-on-Tyne (set down July 
24, 1902) (c.a.v. June 23,1903). Dismissed with costs. July 30. 


(Interlocutory List). 


Law v. Law. Appeal of defendant from order of Mr. Justice Kekewich 


(set down July 20, 1903). Dismissed ; costs to be plaintiff's in any 
event. July 30. 


{Compiled by Mr. Arruur F. Cuappie, Shorthand Writer.) 


Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
EASTON v. BARTLETT. No. 1. 24th. July 


PrincipaL AND AGENtT—Marriep Woman Livinec With Her Hvussanp— 
HovsenoLtp Goops Suprpiirep To Wire’s OrxpeR AND Parp BY CHEQUES 
Drawn ny Her—Hvssanp Becomes InsoLvent—Personat Liapiiry oF 
Wire Tro TRADESMEN. 

Appeal by the defendant, Lady Frances Ashmead Bartlett from a decision 
of Ridley, J., sitting without a jury, who had entered judgment for the 
plaintiff tor £119, balance of a bill for meat supplied to the late Sir Ellis 
Ashmead Bartlett’s household at Grange House, Eastbourne, between 
Uctober, 1899, and April, 1901. At the trial the evidence given by the 
plaintiff's manager was that in 1896 he became aware that Sir Ashmead 
Bartlett was in financial difficulties. The defendant then began to pay 
for meat supplied by cheques signed by herself, and from that date 
the plaintiff looked to Lady Ashmead Bartlett, the accounts being 
made out to her. For the defendant evidence was given that a 
banking account was opened in 1896 for convenience, on which Lady 
Ashmead Bartlett could draw for household expenses, and that, — 
under a post-nuptial settlement, she had no separate estate. At 
trial Ridley, J., held that, although it could not be assumed simply 
from the fact that the bills were paid by the wife’s cheques that credit 
was given to her and not to the husband, nevertheless, on the evidence, 
under the circumstances he thought the defendant had made herself 
personally liable. The defendant appealed on the ground that the 
learned judge had misdirected himself, in that he held the plaintiff's 
manager's evidence was sufficient to rebut the presumption in law that 
she had ordered the goods as agent for her husband. 

Tur Court (Cottins, M.R., and Marnew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
held that the mere statement by the plaintiff's manager that after he 
became aware of Sir Ellis Ashmead Bartlett's financial difficulties he gave 
cfedit to the wife only, was not sufficient to displace the presumption in 
law that the defendant, at the time the goods were supplied, was in the 
ordinary position of a wife living with her husband and having his 
authority to order and pay for household necessaries as his agent. The 
appeal was therefore allowed, and } ent entered for the defendant 
with costs.—CounseL, Montague Lush, K.C., and Rowlatt; Thorn Drury. 
Soxrcrrors, Needham, Tyer, § Barrow ; Stow, Preston, § Lyttleton, for C. 
Leslie Wintle, Eastbourne. 

{Reported by Exsxins Rerp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


BUITENLANDSCHE BANKVEREENIGING v. WALTER HILDESHEIN. 
No. 1, 24th July. 

Srock Excnancr—Orrer to Pay so Mvucn ror ‘ Option ’’—Optron 
Oxrarnep on Srock Excnancr anp Casn Patp—Oprrtion Nor Exercrsep 
—Rieut to Suz ror Monry Par anp Comursston—** Drererences "— 
Bona Fipx Transactions—GaMine, 


Appeal of the plaintiffs from a judgment of Darling, J., who had 











Bigham, without a jury, Middlesex (set down Nov. 25, 1902). Allowed 
With costs, July 24, 


entered judgment for the defendant on the ground that the action being to 
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enforce an option for callsin certain shares was void as a wagering contract. 
The plaintiffs are a firm of Dutch bankers, having offices in most of the 
European capitals, and their case was that a few days before the 23rd of 
July, 1902, the defendant called upon their London agent and asked him 
to buy on his behalf a call of 1,000 Atchison Railway shares, the option to 
be exercisable until the end October account. The price at which the 
shares were to be taken over was 95} net, and the would-be purchaser under- 
took to pay £662 10s. as the price of his right tocall. The evidence was that 
the plaintiffs then purchased through a firm of London stockbrokers an 
option in these shares at 95,8; dols. exercisable during the same period, 
and actually paid £637 10s. for the option. The usual commission note 
was afterwards sent to the defendant and acknowledged by him. The 
defendant not having exercised his option, the plaintiffs brought the 
action to recover the agreed sum of £662 10s., being £637 10s. money paid 
and £25 commission. During the argument counsel for the defendant 
said he could not contend that, because the contract sued on arose out of 
an option, therefore it was necessarily void as being in fact a ‘‘bet.”” He 
submitted that, looking at all the circumstanées, and the position of the 
parties, however, that the learned judge was right in holding that it was 
nothing more or less than a gamble, and that the view expressed by 
Cotton, L.J., in Thacker v. Hardy (4 Q. B. D. 685) covered the present 
case. Universal Stock Exchange (Limited) v. Strachan (12 Times L. R. 38) 
and Re Gieve (15 Times L. R. 251) were also cited. 

Tue Covert allowed the appeal. 
* Cotutys, M.R., said the decision of Darling, J., appeared to be, that this 
being an action to enforce a contract on an option, it was necessarily 
void. If that was the ground of his decision it could not be upheld. 
There was no evidence that the contract sued on here was merely a bargain 
to pay differences without any right given or intended to be given to 
enforce the contract in its terms. The bargain was an ordinary Stock 
Exchange transaction. The defendant came to the plaintiffs, who were 
members of the Stock Exchange in Amsterdam, and said he wanted to get 
a call in these particular shares, and they obtained that option for him on 
the terms agreed. The defendant, therefore, during the time that the 
option was exercisable, had a right to call for the delivery of the shares at 
the fixed price. The defendant was not bound to call; that was the object 
of the option which gave him the right to call for the shares, or not, as 
might be best for him at the end October settlement. The learned 
judge was wrong, therefore, in holding that this bargain, being an option, 
could not be enforced as being in fact nothing but a “ bet,’’ and the 
appeal must be allowed and judgment entered for the plaintiffs. 

Maruew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., concurred.—Covnset, Rufus Isaacs, 
K.C., and W. 0. Hodges; Hugh Fraser. Soticrrons, Ashley, Lumley, § 
Cooper ; A. J. Jeykell. 

[Reported by Ersxiye Rein, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 


BOYCE +. MAYOR, ALDERMEN, AND COUNCILLORS OF THE METRO- 
POLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL OF PADDINGTON AND ANOTHER. 
No, 2. 6th May ; 26th July. 


Loca GOVERNMENT —OPEN Space—Hoarpinc—ADJoINING LANDOWNER— 
Accgss or Licnr—Buriprse—Ricut to Sve Wirnovt Jornrnc ATrorNEY- 
GenerAL—Metroro.itan Oren Spaces Acts, 1877 (40 & 41 Vicr. c. 35), 
8.1; 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. c. 34), s.5; 1887 (50 & 51 Vict. c. 32), 8. 4— 
Disusep Buriat Grounps Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vict. c. 72), 8. 3. 

Appeal from the decision of Buckley, J. (reported 51 W. R. 109). The 
facts were as follows: The churehyard of St. Mary’s, Paddington, had 
become a disused burial ground within the meaning of the Metropolitan 
Open Spaces Acts of 1877, 1881, and 1887, and of the Disused Burial 
Grounds Act, 1884; and by virtue of those Acts, and of an indenture 


of April, 1892, made between the vicar of the parish (who was 
one of the defendants) and the Vestry of Paddington (who were 


the predecessors in title of the defendant borough council), and of 
a faculty granted by the Bishop of London in December, 1892, the 
defendant borough council had the control and management of the church- 
yard. The plaintiff was the owner of land in the parish of Paddington, 
and he had lately erected blocks of flats adjoining the churchyard and 
containing numerous windows which* overlooked the churchyard. In 
January, 1901, the defendant borough council proposed to erect a hoarding 
or screen in the churchyard in front of the windows of the plaintiff’s flats 
which would have had the effect of darkening them. The plaintiff there- 
upon brought this action, claiming an injunction to restrain the defendants 
from erecting any screen, wall, or building in the churchyard so as to 
occasion nuisance, annoyance, or damage to the plaintiff and the tenants 
of the flats. Buckley, J., dismissed the action. He held that the proposed 
hoarding was not a ‘‘ building” ‘such as the borough council were pre- 
cluded from erecting within the meafiing of the said Acts, and that the 
said Acts did not create any easement of light for the benefit of adjoining 
owners. The plaintiff appealed. The appeal came on for hearing on the 
6th of May, 1903, when the court ordered the matter to stand over, partly 
in order that the Attorney-General might be consulted, but chiefly in the 
hope that the parties might come to asettlement. A settlement not having 
been arrived at, the matter again came before the court on the 26th of July, 
1903. It was argued on behalf of the plaintiff, who had joined the Attorney- 
General as a co-piaintiff, that the borough council held the churchyard | 
for the purpose of the public enjoyment and for no other purpose, and that 
they were precluded from erecting any ‘ building” thereon. It was 
argued on behalf of the defendants that it was necessary that the borough 
councils should have some power to prevent builders raising huge blocks 
of flats round these open spaces, and that the pntting up a screen did not 
interfere with the churchyard being used for the purposes of public 








VaucHan Wiuiams, L.J.—As against the vicar, knowing that as vicy 
he took no part in the threat to erect this hoarding, we dismiss the action, 
though we do nof think he ought to have any costs in this appeal. 4, 
against the borough council we think the plaintiff succeeds in this actigy 
and ought to have aninjunction. When the matter first came before 
after a vain attempt to get it settled we thought it our duty, as a question 
of public rights was involved, to say that the Attorney-General should be 
approached. On being approached, he was of opinion that he ought to} 
added as a plaintiff, and he accordingly was added. In our judgment that 
which the defendants threaten to do is inconsistent with their duties unde 
the statutes. In erecting such a building they would be holding and usi 
this open space for a purpose other than the enjoyment of it by the public 
in an open manner. Speaking for myself, I am not disposed to take the 
narrow view of the word “‘ building”’ taken by Buckley, J. 

Romer, L.J.—I agree. 

Cozens-Harpy, L.J.—I do not desire to base my judgment on the 
meaning of the word ‘ building.’? The borough council hold this open 
space for strictly limited purposes—viz., the enjoyment by the public in ay 
open condition.—CounseL, Astbury, K.C., and M. L. Romer; H. Terrell, 

..C., and 7. A. Nash; C. A. M. Barlow. Soutcrrons, Cheston § Sons; 
J. H. Hortin. 
[Reported by R. R. Campsert, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.| 
No, 2. 


CUNARD STEAMSHIP CO. (LIM.) v. MARTEN. 


Marine Insurance—Suine anp Lanourrne CLaus—E—APPLICABILITY, 


21st July, 


Appeal from a decision of Walton, J. (reported 1902, 2 K. B. 624), 
The facts were as follows: In 1900 the Cunard Steamship Co., the plain. 
tiffs in this action, entered into a contract with the Admiralty Director of 
Transports for the conveyance of mules from New Orleans to Cape Town, 
The contract contained no negligence clause—that is to say, no clause 
exempting the company from liability for loss of the mules by the negli- 
gence of their servants. Accordingly the plaintiffs effected an insurance 
with the defendant, an underwriter at Lloyd’s, to protect them against 
‘*}iability of any kind ’’ to the owners of the mules up to £20,000. The 
policy was in the printed form of an ordinary Lloyd’s policy, and contained 
the usual suing and labouring clause—viz., ‘‘and in case of any loss or 
misfortune, it shall be lawful to the assured, their factors, servants, and 
assigns, to sue, labour, and travel for, in and about the defence, safeguard, 
and recovery of the said goods and merchandises and ship, &c., or any part 
thereof, without prejudice to this assurance; to the charges whereof we, 
the assurers, will contribute each one according to the rate and quantity 
of his sum herein assured.’’ The ship Carinthia sailed from New Orleans 
on the 11th of May, 1900, with the mules (about 1,500) on board, The 
value of the mules was about £40,000. On the 15th of May, through the 
negligence of the plaintiffs’ servants navigating the vessel, The Carinthia 
stranded near Gravois Point, in Hayti. Efforts were made to tow the 
vessel off the rocks, but were unsuccessful, and she eventually broke up, 
Between 900 and 1,000 of the mules were saved and sent on to Cape 'l'own. 
The plaintiffs thereupon sought to recover the expenses incurred in saving 
some of the mules and in attempting to save the others which were lost, not 
as a direct loss under the policy, but under the suing and labouring clause 
as expenses incurred to avert or reduce the amount of the loss. The 
amount claimed was £7,744. Walton, J., held that the suing and labour- 
ing clause was inapplicable, and that the’ plaintiffs were not entitled to 
recover. The plaintiffs appealed. It was argued on behalf of the plain- 
tiffs that if no steps had been taken to save the mules, and they had all 
been lost, the defendants would have had to pay £20,0U0; that the suing 
and labouring clause, the object of which was to provide for the taking of 
extraordinary steps by the shipowner, had always been deemed most 
applicable to cases of negligence. 


Tae Court (Vaucnan Wi..iams, Romer, and Srreumc, L.JJ.), without 
calling on counsel for the defendants, dismissed the appeal. 


Vavconan Witurams, L.J.—In my opinion this appeal must fail. It is 
common ground on both sides that, whatever is the subject-matter of this 
policy, the mules are not. The subject-matter is described as ‘‘ liability 
of any kind to owners of mules up to £20,000, owing to the omission of the 
negligence clause in contract.’’ It is, I understand, because they cannot 
recover the expenses of salving the mules as a direct loss on the policy that 
the plaintiffs’ have recourse to the suing and labouring clause. Primd 
facie the words in that clause ‘‘ the said goods and merchandise and ship” 
have no reference to the subject-matter of this policy, and in my opinion 
we ought not to strain the words so as to make them apply to that subject- 
matter. My own view is that the parties never intended them to so apply. 
The value of the mules was £40,000. The policy was for £20,000. It 
never could have been intended that if the expenses of salvage amounted 
to £20,000 the plaintiffs could recover the whole of the £20,000. And yet 
this is what the argument for the plaintiffs amounts to. I adopt in full 
the reasoning of Walton, J. 


Romer, L.J.—I have also come to the same conclusion. Much of the 
printed matter in the policy is, as Walton, J., pointed out, inapplicable. 
‘The plaintiffs, however, pick out the sue and labour clause and try to make 
that applicable. But that clause, it is to be noticed, is confined to goods, 
merchandise, or ships. I would apply the clause to the present case if 1 
thought I could do so reasonably, but I do not think I reasonably can. 
The very words show that they are intended to apply to an insurance of 
goods, merchandise, and ships, and nothing else. 

Srrmume, L.J.—I concur.—Counse., Pickford, K.C., and Lochnis} 





recreation. 
Tue Covur (Vavonan Wriu1aMs, Romex, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) | 
allowed the appeal, \ 


Carver, K.C., and F. D. Mackinnon, Soxscrrors, Roweliffes, Rawle, § 0o., 
for Hill, Dickinson, § Co., Liverpool ; Parker, Garrett, Holman, § Howden. 
[Reported by R. R. Camppuy, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
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matter is in the hands of the auctioneer so appointed; that it is the 
custom of the trade for a reasonable time to be allowed to the auctioneer 
after an abortive sale by auction to enable him to effect a sale by private 
treaty ; that once the services of an auctioneer are retained to bring 
about the sale of a property by advertising the same and holding a sale 
by auction, the auctioneer is entitled to his full commission on a sale being 
in fact effected whether by such auction or by private treaty, and although 
in the latter case not directly through his agency, provided such a sale by 
private treaty take place before the auction is held or within a reasonable 
time thereafter. In this case the property was offered for sale by auction 
on the 26th of November, 1902; private negotiations with the knowledge 
and consent of the solicitor to the parties to the auction followed 
immediately, and the master on the 16th of January, 1903, sold; at the 
time the auctioneer was still in the appointment of the court. Cases 
quoted: Rainy v. Vernon (9 C. & P. 559), Green v. Bartlett (11 W. R. 834). 
In the result his lordship sent, with the consent of both ies, the 
following questions to the master: ‘‘ Whether it is the practice of the 
Chancery Division to allow auctioneer employed by the court commission 
on sales effected after the auction, but within a reasonable time thereafter, 
and before recognizances have been vacated, such sale not being effected 
by the auctioneer or by his introduction?’’ The answer given by the 
master was that he did not know of any such practice, but in his own 
chambers he refused to allow it. Judgment for defendants.—CovnseL, 
Warrington, K.C., and Courthope-Munro; Lawrence, K.C., and Henderson. 
Soxicrrors, Russell, Son, § Cumming ; Diarmid § Son. 
[Reported by Atrrep C. Tuomas, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. |] 


WHEELER v. TOOTELL. Swinfen Eady, J. 


Serrtement sy Witit—Lanp Purcuasep py EeviTanLe TENANT FOR 
Lire, Unper Power, Wirn Moneys Betoncinc To Personat Estate 
—Lien THereon in Favour or Trustees To Secure PuRCHASE-MONEYS 
—Cvstopy or Titte Deeps. 


23rd July. 


This was a summons by the defendants, the present trustees of the 
will hereinafter mentioned, to have it determined whether they or the 
plaintiffs (one of whom was equitable tenant for life of the property 
settled by the will) were entitled to the possession and custody of certain 
deeds and documents, and, in case of a decision in the former sense, to 
have the deeds and documents handed over to them. Henry Belward Ray, 
by his will dated the 19th of February, 1856, gave his real and personal 
estate to trustees upon trust to receive the rents and profits and accumulate 
the same until his nephew Herbert Wheeler should attain the age of 
twenty-one years, when he was to be “‘ put into possession’’ of the same for 
his life, with remainders over. This suit was commenced in 1856 on behalf 
of the said nephew when an infant. He attained the age of twenty-one 
in 1866, when he was let into possession and assumed the surname 
of Ray. In 1877 he was found to be of unsound mind, and he 
and his committee were the present plaintiffs. The will contained no 
powers of sale or leasing, and to provide such powers a private Act of 
Parliament was passed and received the Royal Assent on the 2nd of 
August, 1858. Its short title was ‘‘The Ray Estate Act, 1858.’ Under 
section 22 of the Ray Estate Act the Court of Chancery had power (inter 
aha) at any time or times, at the instance of a tenant for life of full age, to 
apply any part of the residuary personal estate of the testator im or towards 
the purchase of land, and all moneys so applied were to be deemed a debt 
due with interest from the residuary real estate to the residuary personal 
estate. The trustees of the will were to have alien by way of equitable 
mortgage on the lands so purchased, for the moneys so applied, with 
interest, and were to hold such moneys and iuterest as part of the personal 
estate of the testator. Subject to such lien the lands so purchased were 
to be settled and assured to the same uses and on the same trusts as were 
by the will limited and declared of and concerning the residuary real 
estate devised thereby. In accordance with these provisions considerable 
purchases of land were made, and the plaintiffs claimed the right to retain 
the title deeds relating thereto. Counsel cited Re Newen, Newen v. Barnes 
(1894, 2 Ch. 297), Re Wythes, West v. Wythes (41 W. R. 375; 1893, 2 Ch. 
369), Re Richardson, Richardson v. Richardson (1900, 2 Ch. 778), and Re 
aa Settlement, Money-Kyrle v. Money-Kyrle (49 W. R. 44; 1900, 
2 Ch. 839). 


Swixren Eapy, J.—By the Ray Estate Act provision is made for keep- 
ing separate the real and personal property settled by the will of Henry 
Belward Ray. Though there is power to apply the personalty in the 
purchase of land, it is provided by section 22 that all money so applied 
shall be deemed a debt from the real to the personal estate, bearing 
interest, and that the trustees shall dave a lien on the land so purchased, 
as security by way of equitable mortgage, for such debt and interest. I 
am of opinion that as to the land purchased with moneys advanced by 
the trustees out of the personal estate, and on which they have a lien in 
respect of such advance, the trustees are entitled to the custody of the 
deeds. This is not the case of an equitable tenant for life, let into posses- 
sion of the settled land, and asking for the custody of the title deeds as 
between himself and the trustees. The applicants, as trustees of the 
sea er are in the position of incumbrancers on the realty. A tenant 
for life of personalty is not entitled to come and ask for the title deeds of 
the property. The applicants hold their lien on the purchased land as 
part of the personal estate of the testator, so that the cases cited do not 
apply. Iam of opinion, accordingly, that the trustees, so long as their 
lien exists, have a right to the possession and custody of the deeds and 
documents of title relating to the purchased land.—CounseL, Macnaghten, 
K.C., and L. J. Parker ; Eve, K.C., and Spencer Butler. Soxicrrons, Francis 
$ Crookenden ; Blunt & Co. 






High Court—Probate, &c., Division. 
In the Goods of CHARLES CLARK (DECEASED). Jeune, P. 27thJ 


Propate - Leave tro Swear Deata. 








This was a motion in which it appeared that Charles Clark was am 
mariner, and on the 24th of February of this year he sailed from Lowes) 
in the fishing smack Free Lance, which was provisioned for eight days 
sailed with a crew of five hands. Nothing had been heard of the 
since, but on the 15th of June the body of one of the hands, toy 
George Robert Garner, had been washed ashore at Southwold. J 
vessel was insured for £900 and a mortgage of £750 had been effected 
her, which had been paid on the basis that she had foundered at sea, 


Jeune, P., gave leave to swear the death on or since the % 
of February, 1903.—Covunse., Barnard. So.icrrors, Sharp, Parker, § Co,, 
E. G. Johnson, Lowestoft. 

[Reported by Gwynvz Hatt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 























Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re SLOBODINSKY. Ex parte THE TRUSTEE v. THE J. L. 8. TOBAH 
CO. (LIM.) AND OTHERS. Wright, J. 14th, 20th, and 27th July, 


Bankruptcy—FRavuDULENT ConVEYANCE—ACT or BANKRUPTCY—ASSIGNMER 


to Company—13 Exiz. c. 5—Banxruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. ¢, 52), 
ss. 4 (1) (B), 43, 44. 
















Blinkhorn 
This was an application by the trustee of the estate of Slobodinsky,s & introduce’ 
bankrupt, asking the court to set aside a conveyance by the bankrupt of § Blinkhort 
all his assets to a limited company called The J. L. S. Tobacco Oo, %% should b 
(Limited) either as fraudulent under the statute of Elizabeth (13 Eliz. ¢, 5% book, th 
or as an act of bankruptcy under section 4, sub-section 1 (4), of the Bank. %% doubted 
ruptey Act, 1883. The bankrupt formed the design of turning his business, # the solic 
a tobacconist’s, into a company in October, 1902, and in that and the tw @% dent soli¢ 
following months he made large purchases of stock for which he did not % the othe 
pay. He also entered into a contract in October to purchase the busines §% employm 
of another tobacconist named Melinsky for £4,000. The transfer to the 9% be used | 
company was carried out upon the 22nd of December, 1902, by means of # and Blin 
two agreements. By the first of these agreements the bankrupt conveyed @ stating t 
all his business, stock-in-trade, &c., and the benefit of his contract with salary, 2 
Melinsky to one Mark Nevill, and by the second agreement Mark Nevill §% power t¢ 
conveyed the same to The J. L. 8. Tobacco Co. (Limited), which had been Re Kelly 
duly incorporated on the 18th of December. The agreed consideration for #% which e 
the transfer consisted of £400 in cash, 10,000 debentures, and 22,13) certain | 
ordinary £1 shares, the total share capital of the company being 25,00 the offe 
such shares, This transfer left the bankrupt with trade debts amounting % the roll 
to £13,000, and no assets except some furniture valued at £5, and m JourNna 
insurance policy valued at £20. The first meeting of the company wa the Cot 
held on the 22nd of December, when two persons named Fowler and judgm: 
Felgate were elected directors, and the agreements transferring the one ap) 
businesses were approved. Another meeting was held a few days late Lord 
at which the bankrupt, Mark Nevill, and Melinsky joined the board, the struck 
bankrupt as managing director with a salary ; and the 10,000 debentures Rando 
were allotted, 3,000 to the bankrupt, 3,000 to Mark Nevill, and 4,000 to or cer 
Melinsky, the bankrupt’s nominees. 22,139 ordinary shares were allotted autho! 
to the bankrupt, and about 600 appeared to have been allotted to dond fide after 
applicants. On the 29th of December, 1902, the debtor committed an act Re La 
of bankruptcy by giving notice to his creditors of intention to suspend With 
payment, and a receiving order was made against him on the 20th of court 
February, 1903. He was adjudicated bankrupt and Mr. E. Moore was they 
appointed trustee. The case first came on for hearing with witnesses on refert 
the 14th of July. - 
Wuicut, J., held that the transfer of the whole of the bankrupt’s assets diner 
was an act of bankruptcy and void as against the trustee, but he was ‘supe 
unable to say that the company was a sham company as there were & ee 
certain amount of bond fide shareholders, and the transfer of Melinsky’s pret 
business to the company was bond fide. He therefore set aside the agree- of h 
ments of transfer as against the trustee without prejudice to the rights upo 
of the debenture-holders, and directed the case to stand over till the 20th and 
of July for argument as to their position. stat 
The arguments as to the position of the debenture-holders were heard oe 
upon the 20th of July, when judgment was reserved. at 
July 27.—Wuicur, J., held that the sale of Melinsky’s business was dis 
made bond fide and without notice of any act of bankruptcy, and that the 
Melinsky was entitled either to get back his business or to retain his as 
debentures, and, if they were of insufficient value, to receive the balance of sai 
the purchase price of his business from the compiuy. As to Nevill, he tio 
had taken his debentures with notice of all the facts, and had given n0 “ 
real consideration for them ; and the other debenture-holders had purchi op 
their debentures with notic» of facts which should have put them u 
inquiry. None of the de enture-holders, therefore, except Melinsky, th 
would have any claims upon the assets of the company.—CounseL, Reed, D 
K.C., and Wace; Maenaghten, K.C., and Kenyon Parker ; Lush, K.C., C 
Carrington ; Danekwerts, K.O., and *Coldridge ; Muir Mackenzie ; | Clayton. A) 





Soricrrons, Trower, Still, § Co.; R. Raphael ; Sweetland & Greenhill ; W. HL 
Lane, Hyman Isaacs, § Lewis. 
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[Reported by B. Hirt, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law.| 


Reported by P. M, Faancxez, Enq., Barrister-at-Law. } 
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Solicitors’ Cases. 
the Matter of A SOLICITOR and In the Matter of BLINKHORN (AN 
UNQUALIFIED PERSON). Lx parte SAME, Div. Court. 29th June. 


»icmrmoR—PERMITTING UNQUALIFIED Person to Use Souicrror’s Name IN 
Acrions, &c.—PunisoMent—Discretion or Court—Srrerkine Orr Roti— 
Sourcrrors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vicr. c. 73), s. 32. 


When this case was before the court on a previous occasion, on a 
stion by the Law Society calling on the respondent solicitor to 
sw cause why he should not be struck off the rolls for allowing his name 
» be used by an unqualified person contrary to section 32 of the 
Mlicitors Act, 1843, and calling on the unqualified person to shew 
muse Why a writ of attachment should not be issued against him, 

s court ordered the matter to be referred to Master Mellor 
# further inquiry. Counsel for the Law Society read the report, from 
hich it appeared that the learned master had found that the 
licitor had two rooms, one of which was partitioned off into two divisions. 
The solicitor sat in one room marked “ private,’’ his office boy in one of 
the divisions of the second room, and Biinkhorn in the other division, the 
divisions being treated as separate rooms. Blinkhorn had aclerk, who 
was paid by him and not by the solicitor. That when Blinkhorn attended 
at the office he acted on occasions as the solicitor’s clerk without being 
pid a salary. That when friends and clients of Blinkhorn’s came to do 

business in the solicitor’s office, Blinkhorn, with some small excep- 
tions, did the whole of their business without any real supervision by the 
solicitor, as if he were a qualified person and a partner in the firm; but 
always under the solicitor’s name, and, when necessary, signed letters in 
the solicitor’s name without any indication that they were signed on 
tehalt of the solicitor. That-no payment was made by the solicitor to 
Blinkhorn, except a small loan occasionally, until some business or action 
introduced by Blinkhorn was concluded, when the solicitor and 
Blinkhorn agreed as to what the latter’s share of the profit costs 
should be. That Blinkhorn’s share was never entered in the cash- 
book, the reason given by the solicitor being that he always 
doubted if the arrangement with Blinkhorn was not irregular. For 
the solicitor counsel submitted that the evidence given by the respon- 
dent solicitor on acrimina! prosecution for forgery, when he prosecuted 
the other respondent, Mark Blinkhorn, whohe said was a clerk in his 
employment, did notcontain admissions that he had allowed his name to 
beused by Blinkhorn, who was an unqualified p-rson, and that the solicitor 
and Blinkhorn were really partners. He read an affidavit by the solicitor, 
stating that Blinkhorn enfered his employment as a clerk without a fixed 
salary, and submitted that this was a case where the court had discretionary 
power to inflict punishment short of striking the solicitor off the roll. In 
Re Kelly (1895, 1 Q. B. 180), per curiam, section 32 of 6 & 7 Vict. ec. 73, 
which enacts that a solicitor ‘shall and may be”’ struck of the roll for 
certain specified offences, did not give the court a discretion to inflict upon 
the offending solicitor any less punishment than that of striking him off 
the roll, but that case was in conflict with Re Grayston (32 Soxtcrrors’ 
Journat 680), Re Sykes (34 Soxicrrors’ Journat 285), and the decision of 
the Court of Appeal in Re Lamb (23 Q. B. D. 477). He also read from the 
judgment of Cotton, L.J., at p. 480, given in the last-mentioned case. No 
one appeared for the unqualitied person. 

Lord Atverstone, C.J.—We are of opinion that the solicitor must be 
struck off the rolls. I think in reference to the point raised by Mr. 
Randolph, which really was raised in one sense in the other case, 
or certainly was before us in the other case, that Kelly's case is an 
authority binding upon us. It is an authority of the Divisional Court 
after the dictum had been expressed by Lopes, L.J., in the case of 
Re Lamb—the four cases cited by Mr. Randolph being before the court. 
With reference to the two cases in which it had been said the 
court did not strike off but suspended, I have considerable doubt whether 
they were purporting to act under this section although the section was 
referred to. I think it is quite possible that they were in some of the 
cases acting under their general jurisdiction to deal with an attorney who 
is called upon to answer matters of affidavit. In my opinion there is no 
discretion, and if a distinction is to be drawn it must be drawn by a court 
superior tous in authority. I should like to say also that I think this a 

case, because obviously the solicitor has been for a long time colourably 
pretending to employ aclerk, but has been allowing that clerk to make use 
of hisname and to sign his name and to earn profit for himself. Therefore 
upon the merits [ think that this solicitor should be struck off the rolls, 
on _ I decide that it should be so, as well as on the ground of the 

ute. 
‘ Wuis, J.—If it were not for the fact that a discretion has been 
exercised in one of the cases mentioned, and that there are expressions 
in the judgments of the members of the Court of Appeal that there is a 
discretion possible under the words of this statute, I should have thought 
there could not be two opinions about the meaning of such an expression 
a “‘shall and may.’’ I observe that although the members of the court 
said that under these words there may be a discretion, or there is a discre- 
tion, nobody has given any reason for it or has explained why the word 
“shall” is not obligatory because it is followed by ‘‘and may.” In my 
opinion the language of the statute is quite free from doubt. 

Cuanneit, J.—I agree. There has been a report handed up to the court of 
the case of Re A. H. S., one of the cases referred to by Mr. Randolph, in which 
Denman, J., discusses this point. The court exercised a discretion in that 
case in this sense, that they inflicted a minor punishment than the striking 
off the roll; but [ do not think that they did it, if you read Denman, J.’s, 
{adgment, under this section, What he says is ‘ There are dicta of very 

ed judges in the Court of Appeal that even if a case be brought 


















case merely under its general authority over solicitors and administer a 
minor punishment if in the judgment of the court the case is not one 
in which it is necessary in the interests of the public to act under 
section 32.” That seems to say that there may be cases in which the 
court does not think fit to act under that section, but nevertheless 
it may administer under its general jurisdiction some other punishment. 
That may possibly be correct, but in this case there is no other professional 
misconduct except that which comes withm section 32. Then if you act under 
that section you must strike off the roll. I see that I was counsel in that 
particular case. I have some sort of recollection that that was the sort of 
argument which I tried to bring before the court—that they need not act 
under that section if there was any other course open to them. The order 
was that William Burton, of York Chambers, 27, Brazenose-street, Man- 
chester, be struck off the roll, and that a writ of attachment issue against 
Mark Blinkhorn, the unqualified person, and that they pay the costs of 
these proceedings and the costs preceding the execution of the werit.— 
CounseL, Hollams ; Randolph. Soxtcrrors, The Solicitor to the Law Society ; 
Suris §& Syms. 
[Reported by Ersxrxe Rei, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


In the Matter of A SOLICITOR and In the Matter of JONES (AN UNQUALI- 
- FISD PERSON). Ex parte SAME. Div. Court. 29th June. 


Soxicrror—Permirrine Unavairiep Person to Use Soricrron’s Name IN 
Acrions, &c.—Orrence netnc EsTaBLisHED, THR Court Has no Option 
BUT TO STRIKE THE Soxicrron Orr tak Rot~t—Souicrrors Acr, 1843 (6 
& 7 Vict. c. 73), 8. 32. 


In this case the matter had been referred to Master Chitty to report. 
Counsel for the Law Society now moved to have the solicitor struck 
off the roll under section 32 of the Solicitors Act, 1843. That section 
enacts that if a solicitor knowingly ts his name to be used in an 
action for the profit of any unqualified person or did an act to enable an 
unqualified person to practise as a solicitor, the solicitor ‘‘ shall and may 
be” struck off the roll, and the unqualified person may be committed to 
prison for one year. From the report it appeared that the solicitor had 
met with reverses and was living with his mother at Coventry. He saw an 
advertisement to the effect that the business of a solicitor at Manchester 
who hid died was for disposal. From the report it seems that this solicitor 
had been dead some two years and that the business had been kept together 
by the unqualified person Josiah Jones, who was himself a rent collector. 
Jones made the respondent solicitor an offer, as he was unable to buy the 
business, which, being illegal,-he refused, and the master so found in his 
favour in his report. The solicitor, however, subsequently entered into an 
arrangement with Jones by which Jones was to get what solicitor's business 
he could, and that he was to receive 30s. a week as a fixed salary, the 
solicitor going to Manchester once a fortnight and transacting business 
with clients at the office which was to be kept on by Jones there. The 
solicitor’s case was that Jones was his clerk, and that by taking privately 
and unknown to him solicitor’s work he had been made Jones’sdupe. The 
only profit over and above Jones’s ealary and expenses ever 
to the solicitor was said to be a single payment of £4 10s. e 
report found that the suggestion that Jones was e as clerk 
was untrue, and that Jones, in fact, under cover of the solicitors 
name, did carry on business for his own profit. Counsel for the Law 
Society submitted that on the authority of Re Kelly (1895, 1 Q. B. 
180) the court had no alternative but to impose the statutory penalty 
for the statutory offence. Counsel for the solicitor submitted that 
he exercised some control and that his position with regard to Jones 
was a very difficult one. He had no money to buy the business. 
It was his desire to get some sort of connection at Manchester, where so 
soon as he could see his way he hoped to move with his wife and family 
and once more become independent of his aged mother’s assistance. It 
was almost a cuse of negligence, but he trusted the court, taking the 
cireumstances into consideration, would accept the view that he had been 
made the dupe of Jones. The court had general power, under which the 
the solicitor could be suspended for professional misconduct or he would, 
if required, apply to have his name removed. He cited Ex parte Wotton 
(5 B. & Ald. 824). The respondent Jones did not appear nor was he 
represented by counsel, 

Lord Atvexstone, C.J.—It is probably open to question whether it 
would not be desirable that a larger discretion should be given to the 


view taken by Pollock, B., and Grantham, J., in Kelly's case that if a 
breach of the statute is proved the court has no alternative. Therefore, 
that makes, or ought to make, the court more careful in considering whether 
a breach of the statute has been made out, but once given that it is made 
out, we have no alternative but to give effect to the statute. Now when 
this case was last before us reliance was placed upon the admissions made by 
the solicitor when he was cross-examined as to his means. It was urged by 
Mr. Hollams that giving the natural effect to his answers there could be no 
doubt that he had knowingly allowed the man Jones to practise in his 
name—to pass himself off as a solicitor for his profit, and that thereby the 
statute had heen infringed. We were pressed to say that the answers did 
not go as far as that admission, and we thought it desirable that the 

should be investigated. Mr. Warren (for the solicitor) has said in a very 
fair argument that he is glad that investigation took place. I agree that on 
the report of the Master there is not the slightest attempt to 
unduly, and I think the statements are made with a view of his not stating 
more inst the solicitor than he was ob to find. 
does find that the business done was the business done by the ung 
person ; that the solicitor had no control over the business ; that it was not 
the busmess of the solicitor; and that the unqualified person did in fact 
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Within the provisions of section 32, nevertheless the court may deal with the 


use the solicitor’s name for the purpose of carrying on the business, When 
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he comes to deal with the matter he sums it up in a way which I will refer to 
ina moment. Now it is said that is all quite consistent with Jones being the 
clerk of the solicitor. It is practically admitted that there was no account 
ever rendered of what happened in the business. It is said that the 
solicitor never received more than £4 10s., referred to in the report, but I 
must say that I thought at the time, and still think, that some of the 
answers which were given led us to think there should be further inquiry, 
raised a doubt as to whether there ever had been an account rendered or 
an inquiry made by the solicitor as to what his clerk was doing. It is 
said by Mr. Warren for the solicitor, that inasmuch as he had no expecta- 
tion of receiving more than 30s. a week, which was the salary of Jones, 
there was no necessity for inquiry; but in the position in which the 
solicitor was placed, knowing his duty, he ought to have been in a position 
certainly to check the business that was being done, and the fact that 
he refused to enter into an agreement which was on the face 


of it illegal made it all the more incumbent upon him to 
gee that what was being done by Jones as his clerk was not 
illegal. That brings us to consider the findings of the master. 


He finds and reports that Jones did in fact make use of the name 
of the solicitor in actions on his own account and for his profit, that it 
was not proved before him that the solicitor expressly authorized him to 
use his name, but that the solicitor ‘‘knew and must be taken to have 
known that Jones was using his name, and in this sense I think he know- 
ingly permitted or suffered Jones to use it.”? With every desire to treat 
the matter as a case in which the persons moving have to establish their 
case beyond doubt, I am unable to come to any other conclusion than that 
the findings of the master have proved conclusively that the solicitor per- 
mitted or suffered his name to be made use of in actions upon the account 
of and for the profit of the unqualified person and did acts enabling the 
unqualified person to appear and act as solicitor, knowing such person not 
to be qualified. Of course I need not say that the advertisement that was 
issued in the first instance shewed that Jones was contemplating something 
of the kind unless the person took over the business. I think therefore 
that the case is made out,and that we have no alternative but to strike 
the solicitor off the roll. 

Wns and Cuannett, JJ., concurred. It was therefore ordered that 
the respondent solicitor, George Streetly, of 13, Grosvenor-road, Coventry, 
the office being at 56, Deangate, Manchester, be struck off the roll, and 
that a writ of attachment be issued against the respondent Josiah Jones. 
The costs to be paid by the two respondents.—Cotnset, Hollams ; 
W. BR. Warren. So.icrrors, The Solicitor to the Law Society ; H. Gitbert Thorn. 

[Reported by Exsxixe Rei, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ! 








Law Societies. 
The Law Society. 


ANNUAL GENERAL Meerine, 


“Tne annual general meeting of the Law Society was held at the Society’s 

Hall, Chancery-lane, on Friday, the 24th ult., the chair being taken by 
Sir Albert Rollit, LL.D., M.P., the retiring president, who was supported 
by the following members of the Council: The vice-president, Mr. John 
Edward Gray Hill (Liverpool), Mr. Henry Attlee, Mr. Charles Mylne Barker, 
Mr. Ebenezer John Bristow, Mr. John Wreford Budd, Mr. Robert Ellett 
(Cirencester), Mr. George Edgar Frere, Mr. William Dawes Freshfield, 
Mr. William Edward Gillett, Mr. William Howard Gray, Mr. William 
John Humfrys (Hereford), Sir John Hollams, Mr. Henry James Johnson, 
Mr. Stephen Henham King (Maidstone), Mr. William Gevrge King, Mr. 
Charles Berkeley Margetts (Huntingdon), Mr. Richard Pennington, Mr. 
Thomas Rawle, Mr. Charlies Leopold Samson, Mr. Charles Stewart, Mr. 
Walter Trower, Mr. William Melmoth Walters, Mr. William Howard 
Winterbotham, and Mr. Philip Witham. 

Mr. Cuanres Forp (London), at the commencement of the proceedings, 
rose to order. He asserted that under tlie bye-laws the president was 
bound to dispose of the business in a certain form, and that therefore he 
could not distribute the prizes to the successful candidates at the Honours 
Examination at the beginning of the meeting. 

The Pursivent ruled, however, that the proceeding was perfectly in 
order, and he then presented the prizes as follows: To Mr. Percy Goodall 
Norton, who served his articles with Mr. Charles Hall (Huddersfield), the 
Chifford’s-inn Prize, value £5 5s.; to Mr. Howard Kingsley Wood, who 
was articled to Mr. J. B. Slack, of the firm of Slack, Munro, & Atkinson 
(London), the John Mackrell Prize, value about £12. Mr. Thomas Penman, 
B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), articled to Mr. W. Gibson, of the firm of Clayton & 
Gibson (Newcastle-on-Tyne), and King, Wigg, & Co. (London), to whom 
were awarded the Clement’s-inn Prize, value about £10, and the Daniel 
Reardon Prize, value about £21, was not present. 

Mr. Noxtox returned thanks. 


Counc, VAcanctes. 


There were eleven vacancies on the Council, ten by the retirement in 
gotation of members of the Council, and one by the death of Mr. Cunliffe 
(Lamdou)}. All the retiring members were candidates for re-election, with 
the exception of Mr. J. W. Howlett (Brighton). ‘Twelve candidates had 
been nominated as follows, Mr. Foster, Mr. Harper, and Mr. Taylor, 
being the new candidates: Mr. FAmund Kell Blyth; Mr. Robert Ellett 
(Cirencester); Mr. William Franci« Fladgate, Mr. William Kdward Foster 





(Aldershot); Sir Henry Hartley Fowler (Wolverhampton) ; Mr. George 
Wagar Frere, Mr. William Dawes Freshfield, Mr. Frank Brinsley Harper, 
Mr. John WAward Gray Hill (Liverpool); Mr. Stephen Henham King | 
and wd 


(Maidstone); Mr. Charles Berkeley Margette (Huntingdon) ; 
Bichard Mtephens Taylor. 
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PrestDENT AND Vice-PxesipENt. 
The Prestpentr said that Mr. Gray Hill (Liverpool) had been nomip, 











president, and Mr. Thomas Rawle vice-president, for the ensuing 
and as there were no other candidates he declared them duly ¢leg, 
He should like for himself to acknowledge to Mr. Gray Hill, who had 
vice-pr 2sident during the past year,the greatassistance and help which hehaj 
always rendered to him during his year of office, and the great SET Vga, 
which he had also given to the society. He congratulated him upon the 
honour he had received—an honour which could not be too highly 






















appreciated, not merely for its distinction, but also because of the 
tunity which it gave of doing real and good service to the profession 
which they all belonged. He was sure Mr. Gray Hill brought to gy 
office all the qualities which were necessary, and he ventured to say atig 
commencement that he would continue the able work of the many who had 
preceded him, and that he would in this way be of very great service bo} 
to the society, the profession, and the public. He also congratulated jh 
Rawle upon the vice-presidency, and, in his turn, he hoped, the presi 
also. When two such gentlemen were proposed, who had the goodwill ¢ 
the whole Council, who knew the work they had already done, and th 
promise they gave of good work in the future, he thought these were t 
best recommendations for the choice of the members in electing them 
these very high offices, which he hoped they would fulfil with grey 
pleasure to themselves and very great profit to tho profession. He hadw 
submit the names of candidates nominated for the Council, and as the 
were more in number than the vacancies an election by ballot would 
necessary. He appointed the 12th of August for receiving the scrutinegy 
report, and stated that the following gentlemen had consented to acty 
scrutineers: Mr. R. T. B. Atcherley, Mr. H. E. Johnson, Mr. Mitch 
Templeton, Mr. Ernest Savory, and Mr. Hy. Seely. 


AvpIToRs. 


Mr. John Stephens Chappelow, F.C.A., Mr. William Herman th 
Buisson, and Mr. Harmer Steele were elected auditors of the society's 
accounts for the year ensuing. 

Accounts. 

The Preswwent, in moving the adoption of the society's accounts fr 
the year ending the 31st of December, 1902, said they were vey 
satisfactory. There were large surpluses—viz., £6,511 excess of th 
income over the expenditure of the year, and £172,130, the balance of 
assets over liabilities. He was quite sure they would excuse him for 
a moment if he referred to the change in the society's treasurer, the 
chairman of the finance committee, They had been indebted to Mr, 
Pennington for many years for the most able and careful service a 
treasurer of the society and he had left the office with the goodwill an 
gratitude of the Council which he had served so well. Fortunately in 
English public life there was never great difficulty in supplying vacancies 
which meant public service and in Mr. Trower, the present chairmano 
the finance committee, who was Mr. Pennington’s successor, they wouli 
find one who would do equally good service for the society. The finances 
might, he thought, be taken to be satisfactory. The surplus for the year 
of income over expenditure, as shown by the accounts, was £6,541. Upon 
the refreshment rooms which had replaced the club and which might b 
regarded as inclusive instead of in any way exclusive, the profit during th 
year in lieu of a loss of £288 in 1901 was £348, and the balance of assets 
over liabilities was £172,130. That, he thought, indicated, subject, d 
course, to accruing liabilities in respect of the new buildings, u satisfactory 
state of financial affairs and quite justified him in submitting to them th 
motion that the accounts be approved. 

The Vice-Presipent seconded the motion. 
Mr. Cuaxies Forp (London) criticized the apportioument of 
expenses of the society to the articled clerks’ fund. He argued that it was 
not fair to charge the fund with £700 for ‘‘ rates, taxes, and voluntary 
subscriptions,’’ and £581 for ‘‘ house expenses.’’ He marvelled that they 
had not charged them with half the cost of the banquet to the South 
African campaigners. The society had received £8,525 in respect of the 
articled clerks’ fund. Under the Solicitors Act the whole of the money 
received from the articled clerks was to be applied exclusively for thet 
education. All the society spent out of it with a view to inducing legal 
studies amongst articled clerks was £162 4s. 8d. and they were going 
dole out another £150 ayearorso. Was it fair, too, to churge the students 
throughout the country, large numbers of whom were not in London atall, 
£4,109 for their share of ‘* salaries to officers, clerks, and servants, and 
pensions’’? But for this re it was perfectly clear tha 

financially the society would be in a deplorable position. As to 
South African banquet he could not help thinking it would be bette 
that those who participated in such functions should pay for them them 
selves, With regard to the refreshment rooms the President told them they 
were £288 to the good. The accounts had the item ‘ refreshment rooms, 

901—further loss, £28.’’ It would be fair to tell them what the total cot 
was ; they had to go back to the accounts of last year to ascertain that 
It must be remembered that when Sir Henry Fowler was President he 
that the thing was in an unsatisfactory state, and that the club if thé 
continued would have to go. Much more ought to be expended on the 
education of students in the provinces, ‘The Council had charged them 
rent, £1,750. 

The Puysivent said, with regard to the apportionment of the articlel 
clerks fund, Mr. Ford was under a very wrong impression as to 
amount devoted to legal education. But whether that were so or not the 
whole subject was under the consideration of the Counci! as it had bee 
during the whole years from both the educational and ulso the finanelal 
point of view. All these matters to which he had referred had had, 
were continuing to have, that consideration for which Mr. Ford had 
With regard to the “further loss’’ on the refreshments £28, that wasa@ 
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4 balance brought forward from the previous year, but the fact that 
are was @ loss of £288 last year, which was converted into a profit 
4348 from this year was a sufficient indication of the care with 
the refreshment department had been man . As to the 
African banquet, the Council heid that when members of the 
wofession and articled clerks had made great sacrifices by going 
to fight for their country they might welcome them as a profession 
a home-coming in the socisty’s hall. The idea had been greatly 
ted, and he knew from many quarters that it was looked 
upon as some return for the suffering and the hardship, and the 
gerifice which these men had endured. And he might add, and it was 
dill open, that if there were hesitation on the part of the society to defray 
the cost, the vice-president and he, rather than it should not be done, 
iad offered to take the cost upon themselves. He did not doubt, however, 
that there was sufficient patriotism and sufficient gratitude in members 
of the profession that they should think the Council had done that which 
they had power to do in the interest of the profession by cultivating a 
it among it of bravery and sacrifice for the benefit of their comrades 
gd the nation. He should ask the society to take that view. 
The motion was carried. 


ncn 


AwnnvaL Report. 


The PrestpENt moved the adoption of the annual report He should 
like first to express the regret of the Council that they had lost in an old 
colleague and anex-president in Mr. Robert Cunliffe, an old friend of his own, 
and also in Mr. Grinham Keen, an ex-president, services which the society 
could scarcely afford to lose. They had done a good work for the society, 
and they honoured them for it. They honoured their memory though they 
were no longer among them. The report, he would venture to say, was a 
record of a years’ hard work on the part of the vice-president and Council, 
and himself as the president, and he should like to acknowledge, as he had 
done in the Council meeting before coming into the hall, the loyal support 
and co-operation which he had received as president from the Council and 
also from the society. Without that, whatever had been done would not 
have been possible. And now that something, he hoped, had been accom- 
plished during his year of office, he desired to make an acknowledgment 
which was most eminently due to his colleagues. He should like t» 

ress particular thanks to his friend, Mr. Williamson, for his constant 
and assiduous help, and he had made the office of president more pleasant 
because he had recalled to him every time they met the fact that they were 
articled clerks together in Hull, now too long ago to relate, and after 
having passed through the Intermediate ordeal, when he had come 
before Mr. Williamson in awe and trembling for his final examina- 
tin, having passed that they had had a life of friendship, which 
had been crowned by the loyal help and the interest Mr. Williamson 
had accorded him in the performance of his duties as president. As 
to the report itself, he hoped it would not compare unfavourably with 
what had been done before, and, for himself, all he could say was 
that he had done that of which he had been capable to the best of his 
ability and without ever sparing himself in the work which was always 
incidental to any office which was worth having. He should like to mention 
in passing that the society did something to recognize the presence in 
Britain of a lawyer, the President of the French Republic, M. Loubet. 
They presented him with an address, and he (the president) received from 
him the expression that he was profoundly pleased and gratified by the 
reception with which he had been met in this country, and among the rest 
by the good feeling with which he was greeted as an advocate at the Paris 
bar. These receptions did good; they were reciprocated ; because durivg the 
time he was in the United States and Canada representing the London 
Chamber of Commerce he was, as president of the society, officially received 
by the members of the Supreme Court, the great tribunal of the United 
States, and also by the Supreme Court of the Dominion of Canada, a 
compliment, not to him personally, of course, but to the society which he 
had the honour to represent. 


LeGcaL Epvcation. 


The chief feature in the report of the year’s work was legal education. 
When he was elected president he had given an assurance from the Council 
that it should have their best consideration and attention, and it had taken 
the whole year to consider and complete. In the appendix to the report 
would be found the scheme which the Council had ultimately formulated, 
and he hoped that those who had perused it would feel that it was a broad 
scheme, and that, while it was not by any means all new, it furnished a 
Nery useful revision and reorganization of the society’s educational work. 
In future law students and articled clerks would be able to learn at the 
society’s hall something beyond their very necessary office training—both 
the principles or theory and the practice of the law. They would be taught 
law not mere] y as a practical art, but also as a science, and he ventured to 
‘ay that the provisions of the Council for that purpose would be adequate 
forgiving the articled clerks as law students the best training in law, and to 
qualify them for passing the examinations of the society. He did not 
méan merely to enable them to pass as an ordeal. He used the words 
qualify them to pass, meaning that they would be ensured a training which 
Meant not merely professional ability but cultivation of mind and its prep- 
aration for application to any form of work, public, professional, or private, 
Which they might be called wpon to do in their future life. The scheme 
of education would also afford facilities for those who desired to take 
degrees at the universities, and he had been glad to notice to-day, 

the list of those who had taken honours, that many of them had 
nat the universities, both the older and the younger universities. And 
he had received during his year of office many letters from law students 
more facilities for obtaining degrees. He thought that, as a 

of attainment, as a stimulant to work, such a course of education 

Was most desirable, and he hoped that the opportunities Which would be 








, given for that purpose would be largely used among the articled clerks 


in the future. e chief features of the scheme were that there would 
be in the future a principal and a director of studies, with readers, 
tutors, and lecturers, and the chief point which the Council had aimed 
at, or, rather, the chief points, were to secure continuity of instruc- 
tion through the permanent principal, and at the same time also 
to give variety of instruction and some change of subjects at times 
with regard to the lectures and more addresses. In addition, 
the society’s new principal had full knowledge of a system which 
he (the president) had seen at work in America, where teaching law 
by practical discussion of cases, rising sometimes even to the reversal 
of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, was in 
vogue, and had been found to be practically very useful. It was called 
the inductive system of teaching law, and it created interest, and at the 
same time,carried with it great utility. There had been a revision of the 
scholarships and prizes and medals as incentives to study, and one feature 
which he was sure would recommend itself would be that the articled 
clerks and law students would be received more frequently in the society’s 
hall, and thata more social and recreative character might thus possibly 
be added to their training. One good thing the society did last year was 
to have a conference of law students at the hall for two days, and this 
rendered considerable help in the work the Council were doing. In 
addition, the Council were very glad to see a few days ago a delegation 
of managing clerks to solicitors coming to them, because, after all, 
they were all members of the same profession, and their duty was to do 
their best to secure a good administration of the law. Something must 
be said about the cost. The society spent £1,100 a year in assisting 
education in the provinces, and he was very glad to say those grants were 
justified by the admirable character of the work done by some of the pro- 
vincial societies in some cases in connection with provincial universities, 
and that the system of training had been found on the whole to be 
exceedingly useful. The machinery was ready for the newer legal educa- 
tion. The men were ready to teach ; all that was wanted—and the Council 
hoped they would have them—was the men who were willing to learn. 
The principal who had been appointed was Mr. Jenks, himself artickd 
to a solicitor, with great teaching ability’ and experience at Liverpool,,. 
where he had done much to establish a course of legal instruction in 
connection with the Board of Legal Studies and the university and the 
law society at Liverpool. He was afterwards at Melbourne University, 
and he at this moment occupied the high position of Reader in Law in 
the University of Oxford, and was connected with Balliol College. He 
was the chief editor of the new edition of Stephen’s Commentaries, which 
he (the president) thought might be taken to be some guide to his ability. 
In him the Council did not doubt the society would have a mos’ able 
and practical principal. Readers and tutors and lecturers were also 
appointed, and equally they were men of standing and ability. 
New-1nx.—Cirrorp’s-INn. 

While the Council were doing this, they had had to deal with another prob- 
lem—one not without difficulty, and one which had taken a great deal of 
time and thought — and that was the consideration of the application of the 
funds arising from the sale of New and Clifford’s Inns. society, he 
thought, might claim—and certainly through himself as president it could 
make this additional claim—that ten years ago it drew public attention to 
the danger of the alienation to mere proprietors of the Inns of Chancery, 
commencing with Barnard’s-inn. And recently the society had been 
the relator in the suit relating to New-inn, and ultimately there would be 
a net sum of about £130,000 which would be available for legal education, 
subject to a scheme to be prepared, and, he assumed, approved by the 
court, by the Attorney-General. Throughout the whole of these 
arrangements everything—he said it though it might appear egotistical for 
the Council—that could be done by the Council to watch the interests of 
the profession had been done. Whether it were in court, whether in 
conferences with and deputations to the Attorney-General, in numerous 
interviews, in meetings with the bar, or what not, the Council had 
endeavoured to assert the rights and the equities of the profession to a 
considerable participation, in one form or another, in the proceeds from 
these inns, one of which, New-inn at any rate, was distinctly of a 
solicitorial character. He could not say what would be the ultimate result, 
but he said without hesitation that the Council had done their very best to 
protect the interests of the profession. 


A Scnoont or Law. 


The proposal of the Attorney-General was for the establishment of 
School of Law. Now the Attorney-General, although the society were 
relators, had a dominant position with regard to the application of the 
proceeds, and in proposing a School of Law he was reviving a suggestion 
of Lord Selborne. And he wished to recognize legal education, to co- 
ordinate it more closely, to prevent any wastage of effort and money, and, 
the Council hoped, to give the fullest opportunities for the study of law 
as a science and an art, as was the case very largely in America and om 
the Continent, to all students of law in this country. The Council would 
welcome the establishment of such a School of Law. They thought that 
common education would be an incentive to both branches of the pro- 
fession, and that if one reward of that education could be to facilitate and 
encourage some interchange between the two branches, it would be very 
desirable. ‘There might be such examinations, for instance, that a very 
capable solicitor who had taken high honours could be transferred to the 
other branch of the profession without further examination, which would 
be a reward and an advantage which at the same time would be worth 
having, And the Council had, in the interviews which had taken place 
done their very utmost to express their approval of a 
broad and proper and common foundations, and with of course an Senne ge 
representation of the solicitor branch as well as the other of 
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the profession. That was the mode of the proposed application of the 
fund, but if it could not be carried out as the Council hoped it would, they 
would then claim that they had an equitable right toa considerable proportion 
of that fund, and they would assert it to the best of their power—on that the 
profession might rely. But however that might be, he thought the society 
would approve of this—that the Council had set their own house in order, 
that they had secured for their own articled clerks and students the best 
legal education they could, and that there would be from this time, they 
hoped, the means not only of education but by and through education in 
the younger members of the profession an improvement in their influence 
in professional and in public life, in the great work of Parliamentary 
government, in the wider work of local government which was so largely 
increasing, and in those other forms of public effort which were the chivalry 
of the century in which they lived. And the Council hoped through these 
means the status of the profession would be raised, and that they would 
qualify in the highest sense of the term their members for the performance 
not merely of professional but of those public duties which were after all 
the basis upon which professional duties rested. 


EXAMINATIONS. 


There were just one or two incidental points upon which he desired to 
speak with regard to legal education. in the report presented by the 
Council to the Legal Education Committee there was a suggestion for 
some revision of the examinations, and the Council fully hoped that the 
Examination Committee would consider whether there was not some need 
for adaptation of the examinations to the newer form of legal education. 
For instance, might not the intermediate examination be more inter- 
mediate, instead of being delayed and making a great breach of continuity 
in study, until a later time of the articles? Might not the standard and 
the subjects of the intermediate examination be reconsidered and revised. 
At the law students’ conference it was suggested—though he thought the 
suggestion was already largely carried out—that the questions at the 
examination should be of a very practical character, and also that oral 
examination should, as far as possible, be resorted to in order to ascertain 
the fitness of candidates for the profession ; and he might say something 
about the society’s help to the University of Wales Bill, with which the 
Council had every sympathy, and of their consideration of some of the 
questions attaching to law degrees in the University of Durham. 


Tare Socrety’s AFrrarrs. 


He had only to add, with regard t> the society’s internal affairs, that 
during the year they had obtained a new charter. The society had nowanew 
name—the Law Society. The society’s building had a new name; instead 
of Law Institution it was now the Hall of the Law Society. He thought 
the new name was an improvement in its brevity. He had often heard it 
said that there might be an advantage in members of the profession being 
able to be distinguished themselves from those who did not belong to the 
society, and the new name led him to recall that he had advocated 
some time since that such a distinction as M.L.S.—member of the 
Law Society—analagous to C.E. and others, might now be desirable. 
At any rate, whether that were so or not, the Council had taken some 
ewes in the Law List and diaries to distinguish members of the pro- 

ession from those who did not belong to the society. And he ventured 
to say the suggestion he had made was also perhaps worth consideration. 
The membership of the society had slightly increased during the year. 
He would refer to two circumstances which he was sure the meeting would 
approve. The first was that the Council had secured through the Lord 
Chancellor, in a Bill which was in Parliament, that which he (the president) 
had endeavoured to effect years ago for the society—namely, that solicitors 
should not be debarred from being justices of the peace for the counties 
in which they practised if they otherwise deserved that distinction. 
That he believed would be carried through. Next, the society gave to 
the soldier solicitors and articled clerks a welcome which was worthy 
of the society, and which was greatly appreciated by their guests. In 
the third piace he had to tell them that their building, perhaps at 
some inconvenience, had been enlarged during the year, and that it 
would shortly be completed. There would be more accommodation for 
dining and lunching, a better means of improving the library, and the 
students’ library, more rooms for education, new arbitration rooms, a 
common room which ought to be of great social and recreative value, and 
rooms for other purposes. In one respect he thought he might con- 

tulate them upon a change, which was that there had been less of the 

hand unjust criticism which sometimes both in the hall, and more 
frequently outside, had been levelled at the profession. 


Discirtixne Commitrer. 


He thought the Council were wise in coming into the hall in the early 
part of the year and telling them, and, through them, the public, what had 
been done to maintain the character of the profession so far as the Council 
and the society were concerned. He was quite sure that no tribute was too 
great tothe Discipline and Professional Purposes Committee for the discharge 
of the difficult and delicate duties they had to perform, and he hoped that 

them the society had reconciled professional propriety with the 
public interest and protection. He congratulated the meeting that to-day 
and for some time past they had met with, he hoped, a greater sense of 
self- , and with the feeling that they belonged to an honourable pro- 
fession which repudiated—save in some very exceptional cases—any action 
which was otherwise than of the highest honour and character, and that 
character they were determined to maintain. ‘The Council had had some 

in obtaining statutory powers to do this. He had done his 
best to get the power from the Legisiature for the Council to exercise a 
discretion in dealing with the renewal of certificates of bankrupt solicitors, 
@ discretion which they previously possessed, but which Parliament had 
refused. 1t would have been useful tor the purpose in view, but they must 





be reconciled to not obtaining it. He had done his best in Parliameg 
the instance of the profession to get an amendment to the Bankr 
Act to prevent those great evils and frauds which consisted jy. 
trustee of a bankrupt asserting a prior title as against a bond fide pure 
for value without notice. But in both cases without effect, owing to 
same cause—viz., one individual member blocking the proposals, 
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The Council had urged the Lord Chancellor to effect law reforms 
passing conveyancing Bills prepared by the society. As to the Igy 
Registry and Land Transfer, the Council had done the very uf 
in their power. The subject had come on very unexpectedly in { 
House. Sir Henry Fowler and himself were there. They raj 
debate in which all they claimed was an inquiry into the application g 
progress of the Land Transfer Act, which they understood was virt 
promised when the Act was originally passed. They obtained a deg 
tion from the Attorney-General that there would probably be an ingui 
due course. They did not wish to have a division, because they had statg! 
their case, and they had received some sort of recognition of the stre 
their views, but a division was forced by one member, and, of course, ing 
division in which the salary of a minister or a department is at 
and in which the Government naturally supported their own estimaty 
they were beaten by a considerable majority. At the same time they hy 
not been forgetful as the Council or individually in the performanes ¢ 
their duty in that matter. 


PREVENTION OF CoRRUPTION BILL. 


With regard to the Prevention of Corruption Bill, the Council had doy 
all they possibly could, and had been successful in helping to rem ove som 
of those more ubjectionable features —for instance, that throwing the ony 
upon the person charged, easily charged, with the offence, which wy 
very difficult to disprove, of corruption —throwing the onus, contrary to tk 
principles of the English law, upon the accused rather than the offenee ¢ 
having corruptly done the act being required to be proved. And th 
Council had effected other changes in the Bill making it of a more practial 
and more likely to be of a successful character than if the blemishes hy 
remained upon it. The Council had been most alive to the difficult subjeq 
of legislation with all the obstacles which Parliamentary procedure placesin 
the way, and those who had the honour to be in Parliament had dom 
their very best in order to carry out what would be of advantage to th 
profession and at the same time perfectly consistent with the highat 
public interests. 

County Covrrs Bit. 

One course of action had been very successful—namely, that with regari 
t» the County Courts Bill. ‘hat had long been a subject of agitation 
the Chambers of Commerce and others with whom the Vouncil had 
acted in alliance. Many limits of jurisdiction had been proposed, ranging 
from the unlimited jurisdiction of the Judicature Commissioners and th 
£200 proposed by Lord Chancellor Cairns to the £1,000 and £500 of the 
Association of Chambers of Commerce and the £100 increase proposed by 
the society’s Bill. The Council had had the support of the Chamben 
of Commerce and the municipalities, and whenever a challenge was given 
and accepted they had an enormous majority in the House of Common, 
so great as 160 to ten, 160 being in favour of the third reading 
against tenin opposition to it. The Bill was now in the House of 
Lords. It had passed its second reading and the Committee stage, by 
which the principle of an extension of jurisdiction was admitted. He 
thought the seciety was indebted to the Lord Chancellor, the Prime Minister, 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer for seeing fit to recognize th 
strength of feeling in the country which had been the means of sending up 
innumerable petitions and resolutions to the House of Commons in its 
favour, and to recognize also the voting on the subject in the House of 
Commons. The Lord Chancellor had allowed the Bill under the able guid- 
ance of Lord Avebury to pass its second reading, and it had also gom 
through committee, and only waited two more stages in order to be carriel 
through the House as he believed it would be. Its operation mightl 
postponed for a time because it had been said it required more machinery 
to carry it into effect, machinery both financial and administrative 
The Council did not think so, and when it was said, as it had been saidin 
the House of Lords, that the Bill was promoted by those who had no prat 
tical knowledge of the subject, he must be allowed to say that there wet 
on the Council county court registrars, ex-registrars, and practitioners 8 
the county courts—that they had in Sir Henry Fowler a financial authonly 
of the highest character. In Sir Robert Reid, who supported 
Bill, an ex-Attorney General, they had a great legal personality, whilst 
an ex-judge of county courts, Mr. Brynmor Jones, had given most 
assistance, and in his own case he (the presideut) had been registrar of # 
very large and varied county court for some twelve or fourteen years d 
which he experienced the anomalies of a jurisdiction when he was | 
to 40s. by consent of the parties on the Common Law side of the court ant 
yet had to decide the rejection or admission of proofs of upwards of £100,00 
in bankruptcy without appeal to his judge but right away to the Courtdl 
Appeal in London. These-were anomalies and absurdities absolutely it- 
capable of justification. To say that the countYcourt was a poor mab 
court was too late in the day. When the jurisdiction was increased from 
£20 to £50 the same prophesies of evil and mischief were made and they 
had all been falsified. The real truth was that these courts, adm 
administered, had served the pur both of the small creditor 
debtor aud at the same time of the commercial and other pre 
of great local interest. And really, though the statistics indicated lange 
business ‘in those courts, as a matter of fact the vast proportion of 
business was automatically conducted and decid)d by the registrars, 





though he was sure he would not grudge proper remuneration to th 
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es, especially when they had experience of their new work. The 
W.4oeg were very differently employed. Some were no doubt largely 
‘pied, some had comparatively little work to do. And under 
ing existing statutes the Lord Chancellor had the power 1o appoint 
,dditional judges in any particular court, and did so appoint. The 
Committee, too, could regulate all questions of fees and costs 
snd practice and procedure, and all the Council asked was that those 
which seemed to be desirable should be regarded as the corol- 





~~ of the Bill and should be determined by experience. Happily he 





nought the view the Council had taken had been in a large degree 
. The Bill seemed likely to become law, and he would only, in 
gnelusion, point out that it would not only enlarge local jurisdiction, it 
gould not only be the means of giving justice cheaply and efficaciously 
githout delays and disproportionate cost, but it would be the means of 
dfecting indirectly some great law reforms for which they had been 
ling for a long time past. The arrears in the courts would be 
ed, the law’s delays would be materially limited, the too long 
uation would become less injurious. The circuit system was in a large 
measure the cause of arrears, though it was capable of reform. It was an 
gachronism to a large extent. It kept judges useless, tying them to 
mmission days which were medieval. The countyeourts would be the 
means, he thought, of giving that cheap and local justice which would 
kad to proper recognition of the great duties of the profession. The Council 
had done their best, and had, he thought, done something successfully in 
that direction, and he was extremely glad to be able to hope that at no 
distant day, thanks largely to the society and its Council, the Bill would 
be placed upon the statute book and that it would give greater opportuni- 
ties for the profession, greater opportunities for taking part in ths advocacy 
which was the best school of law, greater opportunities for professional and 
“public usefulness. He had been animated during his year of office, as he 
was at its close, with the help of the Council and of the society, by the 
desire to make his best contribution, whatever it might be, towards the 
character and usefulness of the profession, and he assured the meeting at 
thetermination of his office that he should always feel that he oweda 
debt of kindliness and courtesy to thosé who had supported him 
in the office he had had the honour to fulfil and which he should of course 
always regard as one of the very greatest prizes of his life. 


Leeat Epvcation.—Provinciat Merrine. 


The Vicr-PrestpEent seconded the motion. Speaking on the subject of 
legal education, he said that whether the great scheme of a school of law 
which was to embrace both branches of the profession would ever be brought 
into fact it was impossible to say at the present moment, but the Council 
had put their own house in order. They had, thanks mainly to the ability 
and knowledge of Sir Albert Rollit, put forward a scheme which presented 
advantages which had never been presented before. What they wanted for 
suecess was that the articled clerks should avail themselves readily of these 
advantages, and in order that this should be brought about the Council 
wanted to interest the principals to bring pressure to bear upon their 
articled clerks to attend the lectures and classes and seek the advice of the 
nw whom they would find in the society’s hall. Before sitting down 

wished to deliver a message with which he had been charged. As they 
were aware, the provincial meeting would be held in Liverpool in October, 
and the Lord Mayor of Liverpool, who was a member of the profession and 
of the society, and also a Member of Parliament for one of the divisions of 
that city, desired him to say, and the president of the Liverpool Law 
Society desired him to say on his behalf, that they trusted that meeting 
would be largely attended, and that they would do all in their power to 
receive all those who came with hospitality and to make their stay agreeable 
and interesting. He need hardly add for himself personally that he should 
bend all his efforts in the same direction. 

Mr. J. S. Rusrysrern (London) said he never received the Council’s 
admirable report without recognizing the enormous amount of work which 
was done by them, and the present report was no exception to the in- 
variable rule. The Council had held no less than 250 Council and com- 
mittee meetings in the year, an average of five every week in the year. 
The members owed a deep debt of gratitude to the leading members of the 
profession who were at the pains of doing this work. He regretted that 
the increase in the number of members of the society during the year 
was only three. A society like this should have far greater support from 
the profession, not only in London, but in the country, and some means 
should be discovered to bring this about. One reason, perhaps, why the 


Membership was so limited was that last year there was no provincial meet- 


ing, such as had been held without interruption for many years previously. 
No doubt the provincial meeting had a wonderful effect in calling atten- 
tion to the existence of the society. It interested people in its proceedings, 
and in that way became very useful in recruiting members, and he hoped 
it would never fail to be held again, but that the society would have a 
provincial meeting, or, at all events, some meeting where the attention of 
the profession could be called to the existence of the society. It was the 
more unfortunate that there had been no meeting last year, because the 
members were deprived of a presidential address, which would have been 
most instructive and interesting. ‘The report appeared to state that on 
the completion of the new buildings the members would no longer be able 
toenter the building from the Bell-yard side. He hoped this was not 
intended, for the Bell-yard entrance was most convenient to members 
attending the Law Courts and others. The report stated that the Council 
been in communication with the Lord Chancellor with the desire to be 
able to nominate a member of the Rule Committee instead of being tied 
to the president as was the case at present. It also stated that 

the Lord Chancellor had promised to consider the subject when next an 
amendment of the Judicature Acts became necessary. He was extremely 
pointed, In 1894 an Act was passed to increase the number of the 





Rule Committee by which two barristers and one solicitor (the president of 
the society) were to be placed upon it. He protested most strongly against 
the fact that the solicitor branch of the should be ae 
by one member only. The solicitors knew all about the rules of practice, 
which the judges and barristers did not. The solicitors came into con- 
tact with them, and he asserted that at least half on the committee ought 
to be solicitors. The recommendation of the Council was far too modest. 
At the meeting at Birmingham, when he had brought the matter forward, 
in 1896, a very strong resolution was that solicitors should be much 
more largely represented on the committee. The Council had come back 
to what he thought was aretrograde step. As to the school of law, he con- 
gratulated the society on what had been done. But here again he wished 
to suggest that nothing short of half the governing body being solicitors 
would be satisfactory. 
Lanp Transrer. 

With regard to land transfer, it was most extraordinary that with the 
body of opinion such as had been expressed by not only all the practising 
solicitors, but by their clients and by large intelligent bodies like the 
English Country Bankers’ Association, the Central Association of Bankers, 
land societies, 1,928 boroughs, the Corporation of the City of London, and 
so on, one man—for after all it was only one man—could practically 
ignore the strength of public opinion on the subject. There was not a 
man outside the officials themselves who had anything to say in favour of 
the Act. Solicitors’ clients were coming to them every day grievously 
disappointed and clamouring. He knew the difficulties there were in 
getting Parliament to intervene in a matter of this kind, but he hoped 
that every effort would be made to continue to educate public opinion on 
the subject, and the time might come within a measurable distance when 
the Lord Chancellor might be reminded of.his promises and see fit to 
perform them. As to the Long Vacation, the society passed resolutions 
from time to time that the vacation was far too long, and the report stated 
that the Council were of opinion that the vacation should be reduced to 
eight weeks, commencing on the first Monday in August and terminating 
on the last Saturday in September, but nothing ever came of it. Surely 
there should be some way by which the society could force their views on 
the authorities, because, after all, he did not think that outside the 
higher branch there was a single human being in favour of closing the 
courts for three months. 


Leeat Epvucation 1x YorKSHIRE. 


Mr. W. B. Gorpon (Bradford) said he spoke in the representative 
capacity of honorary secretary. of the Yorkshire Board of Legal Studies. 
He would ask leave to publicly acknowledge the services the Council had 
rendered to the question of legal education in Yorkshire, not only by their 
financial help, but also by their sympathetic consideration of all repre- 
sentations made to them, by which tt material and moral assistance 
been given to his board. Not only the Council given such assistance, 
but also the society and his staff had given most valuable help to enable 
them to reach the articled clerks. The report marked an immense advance 
on the subject. He looked back twenty-five years to the time of his articles 
of clerkship, and remembered the feeble and pitiful efforts that were then 
made by law students’ societies in the provinces in the direction of educa- 
tion. He deprecated that members of law students’ societies should be 
allowed to take a part in the direction of the legal education scheme of the 
Council as was proposed. It was only those who were experienced in 
matters of legal education who were qualified to direct the students. No 
doubt the law students’ societies had done a.great deal in regard to the 
education of articled clerks, and they should have some recognition. His 
own board tried to meet that difficulty by asking the law students’ societies 
in Yorkshire to form a committee for the purpose of conferring from time 
to time with his board, and they met them for the ae discussing 
such questions of detail as hours of the lectures, so on. He was 
pl to see the excellent idea that the principal would be at hand in 
the society’s hall to advise students, but referring to the difficulty of 
getting the students to attend lectures, he would urge that it should not 
be left to the students but placed in the hands of the principals. If the 
students were to take advantage of the lectures the Council would have to 
go direct to the principals and reach them with the greatest influence and 
pressure they could bring to bear. He might be too sanguine, but he 
thought he saw in the future a vista of boards of legal studies and law 
lectures all over the country to such an extent that the Council would be able 
to make it imperative on law students as a qualification for admission 
that they should attend certain lectures, but until that happened influence 
would have to be brought to bear to induce the students to attend lectures. 
In at all events provincial law students’ societies the inductive method in a 
crude form had been long in vogue. The students got a solicitor 
to preside and had moot points. The provi of the moots hitherto 
been left in the hands of the coaches, and the law society had not hitherto 
rendered any assistance in that direction. But he hoped the Couacil would 
do something t» make the present methed more valuable than in the past. 
As to the proposition that the Education Committee or the principal should 
conduct teaching by correspondence, that, in to Yorkshire, would 
be in direct competition with the Yorkshira Board of Legal Studies, and 
he hoped the Council would recognize the board as being the education 
authority in Yorkshire. He suggeated that it would be wrong to = 
such work even in districts where there were no lectures, because it 
actually retard the progress of } education, Articled clerks who availed 
themselves of it would imagine they were doing all the Council considered 
desirable in order to qualify themselves for examination. That ought not 
to be so. It should rather be that the different calities should be urged 
by the Couucil to combine themselves together in convenient centres 
for the pw of law lectures and forming which 
would bring the students into direct and personal contact with the teachers. 
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He noted with very great interest and satisfaction the desire of the} now before Par} 
Council to induce articled clerks to graduate, 


They were making a great | to £100, 
effort to that end in Yorkshire and they were* Succeeding to a large} The amendment was not Seconded, and the report was 
extent. As to the difficulty in regard to matriculation, they could not get | alone voting against it. 
at the student to influence him until he had become an articled clerk, PRESENTATION oF Purzxs. 
when he had passed his preliminary examination. If they urged him to The following notice of motions appeared on the agenda in the 
matriculate after entering into arti ‘ Mr. Forp: “ That in the opinion of this meeting the Presentation of ps 
getting up for the examination which he should give to successful students, if made at all at general meetings of the 50¢ie 
He thought that the Preliminary examination as at Present was too wide should be so made at the end of such meetings, and not at the com mer 
open a door for entrance into the profession, and it would do no harm, but ment of the meetings, as hitherto,” 
great good, if it were made somewhat more difficult. If it were stiffer it Mr. Forp said he supposed the president would r 
would improve the educational status of the profession and it would make of order on the ground that the meeting had adopted 
it possible for the Council to ask the universities to allow the preliminary there was an end to the matter. 
examination to be taken as @ substitute for the matriculation. The The Prestwenr said he would very much rather 
Council proposed that the intermediate examin 


ation should take place at recognized that the proceedings were in order. 
an early period of the articles, but it would be practically impossible for an Mr. Forp: Then I rule myself out of order. 
article. clerk to take both his LL.B. degree and pass the intermediate 5 
examination within the time suggested, so that that required serious con- REFRESHMENT DepaxtMenr. 

sideration. He suggested that the subjects of Roman law, jurisprudence, Mr. Foxp had also given the following notice of motion: “ That y; 
and constitutional history were grand subjects for the mental training of a 


a view to the better enabling the general body of members of th 
lawyer and it would be a sreat advantage that law students should be | to consider What modifications in the arrangements of the refreshm 
encouraged to pass through the curriculum of which they formed part. | department may be desirable, so as to rende 
Would it not be possible for the Council to offer them some 


inducement to members, the Council is instructed to issue to each member an 
pass their first LL.B. in a university like Victoria or London before com- the receipts and payments since the end of last year and up to ¢ 
mencing their articles, Their articles might be shortened to the extent of six | ; 
months, or they might be excused the intermed 


might be added to the final in their case. thought that hold back a financial statement whic 
their policy was a Wise one in assuming more or less an isolated i 
position as a body entirely independent of the college through The Presmenr said that the accounts were brought up to th 
whom they did their work, The reason was that they could| p i i 
imagine a time possibly arising when the board might consider any other member wished for detailed information. he said 
i i i on with the college, They could Refreshments Committee, any details which might be wished 
not say what would happen in the future, and for that reason the board furnished. 
had not asked the college to appoint any representatives. On the other hand, The motion was not proceeded with. 
the board was represented on the law committee of the college, and the 
work had gone on very smoothly. He urged that the Council in allowin 
the local boards to administer funds should recognize the principle of Mr. Forp had also given the following notice of motion: ‘ That iy 
freedom of action throughout. They were the result of voluntary effort, | the opinion of this meeting the course taken by the president at the 
and they should be allowed freedom in settling how they were to be con- last meeting of the society in expatiating on notices of motion on th 
stituted and how they were to work. He asked the Council to take into paper before they were actually moved ix both unusual and unfair, and 
, in allocating any moneys for provincial education, the fact | such an innovation ought not to be continued.’’ " He said, however, tha 
i 8 were in the Provinces, and that he had been looking into a high authority on procedure in the House of 

more thanone-half of themembersof thesociety were also provincial solicitors, Commons, the Chairman's Handbook, by Sir Francis Palgrave, and he 
He therefore urged that there should be very careful consideration as to| found that his notice was out of order. In view of the president's 
retirement from office his object was sufficiently served by placing his 
motion on the paper, 

The Prestpent: Allow me to suggest that the 
to the president of the society 
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iament to extend the jurisdiction of county ¢ 


adopted, Mr » 




















ule his Motion 4 
the report andy 


put it that Mr, p, 








His board had 


Proceepines at GENERAL Meetings. 


a heavy certificate duty 
nly be fair, when they were 
egislature in regard to their | should have been used. 
this fund should be allocated for the Purpose of | Mr. Forp: I am prepared to withdraw that word, but I do not wish ip 
legal education throughout the country. His board had been using proceed with the motion. 

strenuous efforts to persuade the Attorney-General to recognize their 1 

claims as a Provincial board of le 


The Presmenr: Unle 88 you withdraw that word I shall ask the meeting 
N gal education to a share in the proceeds | to vote upon the motion. 
of the sale of New-inn and Cliffo: 


rd’s-inn. In doing so they had no lack Mr. Forp said that as a point of order it was quite impossible for the 
of confidence in the Council, or of entering into competition with them in meeting to decide. He did not propose to move the resolution. 
seeking for a Portion of the funds. His board educated not only solicitors The Presmenr said that the practice of the society was that a motion 
but bar students to a substantial number. It was a very important thing | could not be withdrawn without consent : therefore he would suggest to 
that bar students in the provinces should have these opportunities. Since | jis courtesy that the motion might well be graciously withdrawn, and he 
the bar began to localize it had become the custom for local barristers to take | should prefer that method of disposing of it. Otherwise, as it had bee 
pupils who simply attended their chambers and passed their examinations, It circulated on the agenda paper, he should put it to the meeting. 
might be fairly said that a great many of them would be very much better | Mr, Forp continued to argue that as he had not moved it it would b 
titted for the profession if they had passed through a colle giate curriculum. ! out of order to put the motion to the meeting. 
His board provided that curriculum, and they said they were working for | The motion that the resolution should be withdrawn was then put to the 
the bar as well as for their own branch of the profession, and they ought ineeting and negatived., 
to have allocated to them som the bar recognized as 
its own. That was why they had thought it fit t 


word ‘ unfair ”’ applied 
and your chairman is hardly a word that 


The Presmenr thereupon put the motion, and it was unanimously 
£ © bring themselves as decided not to allow it to be Withdrawn, and it was also unanimously 
prominently as possible before the Attorney-General. The Council rejected, 
Proposed to seek for Support for legal education from solicitors, Might he ; Memperrs’ Lock ERS, 
beg that they would not poach on the board’s preserves? His board had had 


‘od # Mr. W. P. W. PuILumorr (London) asked on behalf of Mr. E.R 
a very hearty response when they tried five years ago to get up a guarantee 5 ae ; : . 7 sna ae 
fund—they got 2150 a year su becriptions from oe societies pe solicitors, | 8. Skeels (London) the following question, of which he had given notices 
; m London and sought from the Yorkshire solicitors | ‘‘1s it true that the Council has decided to remove from the lobby the 
their scheme of education he was afraid that | lockers provided for the convenience of members willing to pay a rental 
might alienate some of the support they now received, He suggested that , for their use, and, if 80, for what reason, in view of the extension of the 
i itors where there were no ‘centres of | 80Ciety’s premises, it is thought necessary to deprive the society as & 
education, should band themselves 


together, and, with the Council’s penn adh source of income, and members in particular of a speci 
‘ ton in their districts. 7 | ‘The Secrerany (Mr. E, W. Williamson) replied that the society had 

Mr. Foxp appealed to the Council to take the remarks of Mr, Gordon to forty-eight of these lockers. For some time past oaly two of them had 

heart, He was deeply disappointed with their report on Jegal education, been let, and the source or income to which the question referred, if the 

With regard to the funds from New-inn and Clifford’s-inn he was much rents had been received, would have amounted to 10s. a year in the 

thes mued if any portion was to be dealt with by the Council. He hoped “geregate. That was the reason why the Council had thought'it desirable 

school of law and the schools 4, request those who occupied the lockers to relinguish them, 

an amendment to adopt the report with 


THANKS To Prestpenr, 


> Bill for most Mr. 8. J. Daw (London) said they had all listened with very considerable 
igent man could gainsay, and the interest to the statement of the president, and to the record of the work 

Liverpool Chamber of Commerce, backed by the Liverpuol Incorporated which he had done during his year of office, though in common with 
i inst it. It should not go forth that the society many other members of the society, he did not think he had taken to him 
ed of this wild Proposition to increase coun ty court jurisdiction to elt all the credit that his energy and zeal deserved. But not only had Sir 
without any machinery for carrying it out. With regard to legal Albert Rollit been of great service to the society in that hall, he had been 
the teaching body and the examining of : xceeding service to them in Parliament, and he did not think they 

& school of law, His amend- ouxht to let him leaye the chair without expressing to him a formal vote of 

I much of it as approved of the Bill thanks for his services to the society in the Council and in Parliament 
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_—_——— ; 
seularly with reference to the County Courts Bill and the Prevention 





f 
County ¢ Corruption Bill. 

lopted fr. W. O. Boyes (Barnet) seconded the motion. Speaking as the 
Pted, Mr, victrar of a county court he tendered to Sir Albert Rollit the warmest 





enks for What he had done in the direction of the County Courts Bill. 
Tne motion haviog been carried unanimously, 









a in the The PrestpeNnt said: In taking leave of you and of this chair with the 
Dtation of pillnowledge that I am going to be succeeded by one who will fill the place 
3 Of the gocislgst ably and worthily, I thank you for all your courtesy and for the 
the commen sideration which has been expressed and shewn towards me. I have had 





ant, and, I hope, a not altogether useless year of office, but, at any 
nite, aD office whieh I have esteemed, and done my best to fulfil worthily. 





his motion , 
eport and t 





The Poor Prisoners’ Defence Bill. 


up Select Committee to whom the Poor Prisoners’ Defence Bill was 
ferred have agreed to the following special report : 














| that Mr. Fon 





















of a wit? j, Your Committee have taken evidence upon the subject-matter of the 
- rs nil] referred to them, the following witnesses having given evidence : 
wipe The Solicitor-General for Scotland, Sir Harry Poland, K.C., Viscount 
late (ranborne (Chairman of the East Herefordshire Quarter Sessions), 
ae Yr. Thomas O’Shaughnessy, K.C. (of the Irish Bar), Mr. H. B. Simpson 
th “eH Principal Clerk in the Criminal Department of the Home Office), 
a oo Mr. H. C. Buszard, K.C. (Recorder of Leicester), the Hon. Mr. Justice 
like a ti Grantham, the Earl of Desart, K.C.B. (Director of Public Prosecutions). 
rng har Your Committee also received a communication from the Hon. Mr. 
the aa ee nnel, during his absence on circuit, which is printed with 
Pr evidence. 
aaa Pa 2 a aree of the principle of the Bill in its widest application it 
S was urged : 
d Would b (1) That in criminal matters, where the prosecution is conducted by 





experienced solic*tors and counsel it is contrary to the ordinary require- 
ments of justice that no legal advice should be given to the prisoner. 

(2) That a prisoner who is without means ought to be in no worse 
— ition to establish his innocence than a prisoner who is able to pay for 
j That ix egal assistance, and that the assistance of solicitor and counsel is of great 
“ent at the i j nce for this purpose. : 





al ou th # - 3) That although it is the business of the judge to see that the prisoner's 
he air, and #% defence is fully developed, and with that object in view to cross-examine 

ee the witnesses for the prosecution or to re-examine the witnesses for the 
. Ouse of defence, including the prisoner, if he gives evidence and is cross-examined. 
®, and he yet the judge is not in a position to do this as effectively as counsel 
. esident’s properly instructed, because he has had no opportunity of communicating 
racing his with the prisoner and ascertaining the details of his defence, nor has he 


a usually sufficient materials for the cross-examination of the witnesses for 

po the prosecution. Furthermore, that, especially in the case of chairmen of 

Word ithat quarter sessions who are not lawyers, the difficulty of their task is greatly 

t wi increased in the absence of legal assistance for the defence. 

ot wish tp _ (4) That in Scotland the widest application of these principles had been 

2 in successful operation for many years. 

© meeting _3, Most of the witnesses agreed as to the importance of these considera- 
F tions, but some objected to the wide application which is given to them 

© for the in Scotland on the grounds— 

{l) That cases of conviction of innocent men are very rare, and that 


” 


& motion substantial justice is done under the present system. 

ug gest to (2) That the number of cases to be tried, especially in London, is so 
be he great that it would be impossible to dispose of them in the time available 
1ad been ifamuch larger number were defended by counsel, without a large increase 
F of the present judicial machinery. 

vould be (3) That nearly 40 per cent. of prisoners tried plead guilty under the 
ttol present system, and that it would not be worth while to tempt them with 
it to the offer of solicitor and counsel to try for the chance of an acquittal. 


: The last consideration was thought to be of considerable force by your 
imously Committee, and they recommend that the operation of the Bill should be 
imously limited to cases in which, having regard to the nature of the defence raised 

by a prisoner, it appears to be desirable in the interests of justice that he 





should have legal aid. 

E. RB 4, As to the stage at which such an order should be made, your Com- 
tice :— mittee recommend that the committing justices should be empowered to 
by the give a certificate for legal aid for the defence, as they now do in certain 
. rental cases where they consider the prosecution ought to have legal aid. The 

of the Justices would have to make some inquiry as to the means of the accused, 
y ag 6 and also to consider whether, having regard to the nature of the defence, 
special legal aid was desirable. 

». Your Committee also recommend that the judge or chairman at the 
ty had trial should have the same power, but they contemplate that this power 
a had Would rarely require to be exercised at the trial, as the matter would have 
if the been ey considered by the justices. 

n the 6. The above recommendations substantially met with the approval of all 
irable the witnesses who appeared befor your Committee. 
' 1. Evidence wag given to the effect that it is a matter of great importance 
hat solicitor as well as counsel should be assigned to the prisoner, because 
ih a e basis of an effective defence generally involves pees communica- 
ses : “ion with the accused, obtaining of evidence for the defence, and inquiry 
" rr tnto the case for the prosecution. In Scotland the writers to the signet and 
a roy § of solicitors or local societies perform the duty of appointing “‘ agents 
4 or the poor” in the various districts of Scotland. “The Incorporated Law 
hon a ty were communicated with, but they did not shew any willingness to 
a : t in the matter, Your Committee came to the conclusion that in the 
¥/ ce of such assistance it would be impossible to secure the voluntary 


a P of sufficient solicitors throughout the country to work the provisions 





of the Bill. Furthermore, it was strongly urged by several witnesses that 
the assistance of any but competent and experienced solicitors and counsel 
was worse than useless, and that they should be remunerated at the public 
expense. 

8. Having regard to these considerations, your Committee recommend 
that both solicitors and counsel should be instructed in such cases, and 
should be paid for their services. The statute 30 & 31 Vict. c. 35, s. 3, 
recites that, ‘‘ Complaint is frequently made by persons charged with 
indictable oifences, upon their trial, that they are’ unable by reason of 
poverty to call wituesses on their behalf, aud that injustice is thereby 
occasioned to them, and it is expedient to remove us far as practicable all 
just ground for such complaint,’’ and the statute provides for the calling 
of such witnesses before the justices, and that their expenses then and sub- 
sequently ‘‘shall be allowed and paid as part of the expenses of the 
prosecution,’’ out of public funds whetber such prosecution be public or 
private. Your Committee recommend that the expenses of the defence, 
including the cost of solicitor and counsel, the cost of a copy of the deposi- 
tions and the expenses of any further witnesses required for the defence, 
in addition to those called before the justices, should be allowed and paid in 
the same way. 

9. It was in evidence before your Committee that in Ireland the practice 
already exists of assigning both solicitor and counsel for the defence of a 
poor prisoner in certain cases, and of paying the expenses of the defence 
out of public funds. Having regard to this, and to the fact that neither 
solicitors nor the bar in Ireland think it desirable to make any change in 
the existing law, your Committee recommend that the provisions of the Bill 
should not be extended to Ireland. 








Obituary. 
Mr. Jasper K. Peck. 


Mr. Jasper Kenrick Peck, barrister-at-law, died on the .27th of July 
aged 71. He was the eldest son of the Rev. Jasper Peck, formerly of 
Bath, and was born at Woodborough, Wilts, in 1832. He was educated 
at the Bath Grammar School, and read with Mr. Melmoth Walters, « well- 
known conveyancer, of Bath, and with the late Sir William Hodges, after- 
wards Chief Justice of the Cape ; and subsequently became a pupil of the 
late Mr. Hetherington, of Lincoln’s-inn. He was called to the bar in 
1854, obtaining the Inus of Court studentship for that year, and practised 
as an equity draftsman and conveyancer. For many years prior to his 
death, however, he devoted himself entirely to conveyancing, and was at 
his death one of the five oldest members of the (Conveyancers’) Institute, 
of which he was elected a member in 1880, and acted as president some 
years ago. Among his numerous pupils were the present Home Secretary, 
the Hon. A. Filiot, M.P., Mr. J. M. Yates, K.C., the late Mr. F. G. B. 
Jenkinson, C.B., Clerk of the House of Commons, and the late Sir 
Vincent Kennett Barrington. Mr. Peck was a skilful and careful drafts- 
man and a most ch and genial man, and his loss will be deeply 
regretted by his friends in both branches of the profession. 


Mr. J. K. Darley. 


Mr. John Khelat Darley, barrister-at-law, died suddenly last week. 
He was the eldest son of Captain Harry Darley, of New Grove, Raheny, 
in the county of Dublin, was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, and was 
called to the bar in 1868. He was a pupil of Mr. T. C. Wright, and 
materially assisted him in the editorship of the 4th edition of Vol. 1 of 
Davidson’s Precedents and was joint editor with Mr. Davidson and Mr. 
Wright of Vol. 2 of that edition, and with Mr. Wright of the 5th edition 
of Vol. 1., which harmonized the precedents with the provisions of the 
Conveyancing and Settled Land Acts. Is is understood that Mr. Darley 
had a considerable practice, but that his health had for some time been 


unsatisfactory. 
Sir John Rigby. 


The Right Hon. Sir John Rigby died on Sunday. He was born at 
Liverpool in 1834, and was educated at Liverpool College and Trinity 
College, Cambridge, where he was Second Wrangler and Smith's Prizeman, 
and was elected a fellow of the college. H3 was a pupil of Mr. 
Baggallay, afterwards a Lord Justice, and was called to the bar in 1860 
and soon obtained a large practice. About 1875 he was appointed Junior 
Counsel to the Treasury, and held this post until 1881, when he was 
appointed a Q.C., subsequently becoming a ‘“‘ special.”” He was appointed 
Solicitor-General, and subsequently Attorney-General, and soon afterwards 
became a Lord Justice of p momen | in succession to Sir Horace Davey, but 
resigned this post in October, 1901. His funeral took place on Tuesday 
last. 








An extraordinary partition suit has been begun at the District Court of 
Colombo, which, says the Pioneer, probably beats the record of suits of its 
kind in any part of the world. Eight men are suing some eighteen others 
for a partition of a piece of waste land nine acres in extent. The various 
aliquot sliares to be allocated to each necessitates the resolution of the 

into 18,184,300 shares! The plaint naively adds that a ‘ition is 
impracticable, and desires an order for the sale of the land and the division 
of the purchase-money among the various co-owners. Even that will be 
an operation involving much perplexity, as the Ceylon currency does not 
admit of reckonings on a scale of millionths of a cent. Mr. Proctor 
Pedris filed proxy for some of the defendants and asked a fortnight to file 
answer. He was promptly given the whole —e_ in view of the extra- 
ordinary calculations he will have to get through in the meanwhile, 
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- Leach Chi : 
Carrington Godfrey Greswell 
Any person having any D. a Beal R. Leach Church Ge 
other papers in his possession belonging to or relati Saturday .... - Carrington Godfrey Greswell RY 
Henry Bruce Patman, late of 3, Mecklenburgh-square W.C0 i 
on the 28th of October, 1889, or any banker havin 





x i i ssrs. Braikenridge & 
Edwards, 16, Bartlett’s-buildings, Holborn-circus, 


} ssa a Ras E.C., the solicitors to The Pp r Oper ty M art. 


Henry Srevens, deceased.— Wan 
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ted, information of any Will dated after Sales of the Ensuing Week, # 
the 13th of September, 1876, of Henry Stevens, formerly of 4, Western- | Aug. $.~Mesers. H. E. Foster & CRANFIELD, at the Mart, at 2;— 4 
terrace, Clyde-road, Tottenham, Middlesex, but late of 87, Braemar-road, REVERSIONS : ‘2 
West Green, South Tottenham, aforesaid, Baker, who died the Ist of To jot eg hd # Trust Estate, value £13,300; lady aged 75, Soliciter, By 
January, 1903. Intormation to be sent to Pedley May, & Fletcher 23, To £1,000 Grand ‘Trunk Railway of C, . ’ | 
~ ‘ anada Fo Cent. Stoc 
Bush-lane London, E.C. . : aged 62, Solicitors, Messrs, Grimmer” & Son Hedin, some 
> ? g4, Suffolk. 
To a Fund of upwards of £11,000, life aged 62; also to Life P, rie 
£4,000; also Interest in Possession in the sum of £5,814 now on a 
G en eral Solicitors, Messrs. Fowler & Co., London. 

. To £20,050 in Consols-and Railway Stock, lady aged 66, and about £1,500 ont 

It is stated that the Hon. Albert Killam, Chief Justice of Manitoba, — saiee Semings rene, “FFs pant another aged 64. "Solian 
will be appointed to the bench of the Supreme Court .of Canada, in place To One-half of Mo: Securities and Freehold and Copyhold Properties, tly 
of the late Mr. Justice Armour. ' = i edy agel si pfplicitors, Messrs. Gellatly & Son, London. rE 

. . \. . Ss resen' a 

The business at the Stafford Assizes, says the Times, is unusually heavy ; ” ‘eisaie, to Onetena offa rast Had, vlan ain rnue £40, 
and Mr. H. D. Greene, K.C., M.P., has been sitting there as a Commissioner Messrs. Bull & Bull, London. se ; 
of Assize in order to assist Mr. Justice Bruce and Mr. J ustice Ridley. To “Hicks, Arnold goat. value £1,220; lady aged 50, Solicitors, Mesum 
po Bruce wiil return to London when the business at Stafford is To Qne-sikth of a Trust Fund of £14,000; gentleman aged 63 Solicitors, Men, 

; Hammon ichards, London. 

The continued absence of Mr. Horace Smith through indisposition from * ye Lrust Estate, Value £10,000; lady aged 43 Solicitor, Chas 0 “4 
the Westminster Police-court has, says the St. James's Gazette, occasioned POLICIES for ‘£3,000, £2,000, £2,000, £700, £500, £500, Solicitors, H, g, y it 
much public inconvenience and delay in consequence of the difficulty in ine, Esq., Abingdon; Messrs, Hughes, Hooker, & Co. ; and Mean wait 

ing another available magistrate. It has long been the opinion of the SH ARES in ir potghend, © Cor nent London, a sat cla “9. 
metropolitan bench that it is essential in the public interest, and to avoid Graphic”’), 99 a of y= poo or peers of Pargnio Fran ® ~ “nan 
the most inconvenient shifts and devices now resorted to, that the existing 130 Shares of £1 each. Newmarket Subseri tion Rooms Club (Limi )~ als 3 
Powers to appoint two additional magistrates should be exercised. Palace a Vian Croan ae, (Lamited i000 fonenares = “4 

At eleven o’clock on Monday morning, says the Sf. James's Gazette, * Great Southern Land Co.~ 25 Shares of £10 each. ‘Norwood Cone “5, 
when Mr. Justice Lawrance was momentarily expected to take his seat, a Nasa ait? Shares. Ascot Gold Hines (Limited).—i,000 Shares of £1 each, 6. 
large tabby cat leisurely strolled in and with a look of ineffable wisdom los. paid ; 20 £10 Sheree nt A . ae | Shares mited).—80 £1 Sham, “Fy 
seated herself on the judge’s chair. The public were hugely amused at and South Coast Hotel, (Limited). —360 Ordinary Bhares of £1, fully-paid, HN the good 
the unusual Spectacle, and at the efforts of the usher to dislodge her. She and 100 Six per Cent. Cumulative Preference Shares, fully paid, Soliciton, 
took no notice of dusters flicked at her by the usher, and only relinquished See © Taylor, Arthur Pyke, Esq., and Messrs, Soames, Edwanis 

the position when she heard the judge’s steps in the corridor outside, (See advertisements, this week, p. 4.) 

Ph pion announced in the House of Commons on Monday that in Results of Sales, 10, 
e list o ministrative measures that had to be passed were a Bill to cnare F & Cran specia olicies 

transfer certain fishery duties from the Board of Trade to the Board of jae the life of Mr. enjamin Greene” 120 aan Mera a Eom SraxpARi 

Agriculture, and the Expiring Laws Continuance Bill. He hoped the ! the 22nd inst., when the whole of the lots offered were sold, the prices realized being ss to send 

House would be able to deal with (among other Bills) the Prevention of a PAID POLICIES: Lange 

ption Bill, and the Motor Car Bill, though .the last-named Bill could For £1,000; bonus additions £871 45, a ee a0 A 

not _— except with substantially universal agreement. A recent decision For £1,000 ; bonus additions £774 4s. ** ee Thoms: 
s of the Court of Appeal as to crossed cheques had caused the Lord Chan- For £3,500; bonus additions £3,279 10s. a 
cellor to frame a Bill to make the lan what it was thought to be. The For ann; bonne aiditions sree; 8 HY 
Bill was in the interests mainly of bankers, and he hoped it would pass. For £2,000; bonus additions £1,606 “" ~ - 2 ae 
One of Mr Beck's stories at the recent Hardwicke Society dinner, <I er pg i sd 0 th Beart on cone Se ny Sens Ny es 
- ‘ 2 ; : “ : wessrs. C.C, & T. OORE sold, a e , On Thursday last, t 8, Nos. 1 
Fgh ye ao r peer 5 ge pg by - students, A general in British-street, Bow, at 18 years’ purchase, for £1,100 ; No 49, Latimer-roat, Forest Gate, Drwex 
Var applied at the ¢ ose of the conflict for admission to the bar | for £420 ; 229, Burdett-road, for £500; Houses at Lower Clapton for £1,605. send tt 
of the United States. A committee of three examiners reported that he ety 
answered correctly two-thirds of the questions put tohim. A judge, poe 
astonished at the Seneral’s success, asked the chairman of the committee claims, 
What the questions were, « Well,”’ he replied, “the first was ‘ What is W : ; . Boney 
the rule in Shelle "8 case?’ and the answer Was ¢ Writing poetry.’ That was indin -u Notices, 
y bi &P sf a 
not correct. Then we asked him what was a ‘contingent remainder ’ and London Gasette,—F . Sales 
& ‘vested interest,’ and he said he did not know. That was correct and tte ent: Sly a. 
we admi 1 him.” ’ JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. B 
Judge Keogh, of the Supreme Court, recently had before him on trial mnared 1 Cuaxceny. 
says the Albany La: Journal, an « accident case”? where the laintiff’ . Axim Wesreex Mivyes Synvicarez, Lintre>—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 6, 
claim was that the plaintiff was thrown from a car because it # > started | Fat _ wen an ‘Quéen Vien oartic of their debts and ¢ ee 
too soon, and before she was fairly on board. The defendant claimed that CexTRaL Buare Tat 8T, LimitEv—Creditorg are required, on or before Aug 21, to seni Barrani 
the plaintiff jumped while the car was in motion and so sustained her | _ their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr A. Moy Pet. 
os 5 i faul Judge K 9 S . omas, 39, St James pl. Worthington & Co, Nicholas In, solors for liquidator Boxp, | 
Injury through her own ault. Judge Keogh deliv: red a charge which the CosTixeNTaL Got Trust Luoarep (1x LiquipaTion)—Creditors are required, on o ‘ Nott 
plaintiff's attorney thought might tell against him with a jury. in an| ~ before Sept 18, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts Boorn, 
effort to counteract this, and to have the last word to the jury favourable one cakes, to a i re Smith, 695, Salisbury House, London Wall. ‘Thompeon, Q _ 
: 9 P : ora s opt 4v, solor for liquidator SEER, 
to his client, he requested the judge to charge the jury that they must take Deposirors’ Murvan Bankina Society, Limitep—Petn for Winding up, presented 
into consideration the inherent Probability of each story. “Tso charge,”’ July 20, directed to be heard Aug 4. Styer, 11-12, Fenchurch st, solor for petner, Cuarke, 
said udge Keogh, and, to the discomfiture of the lawyer, who tells the | Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than six o’clock in the after. Jun 
story with much relish, the judge added, “‘ also the inherent improbability | ,,200n of Aug 3 —— 
of each story ” The jury romptly brou ht in a verdict f, the def dent AL VALLEY Cun, CLay Co, Limirep (In Votunrary Liquiparion)—Creditors are 
. Pp 7 & “Y for the defendant, required, on or before Aug 21, to send in their names and addresses, with full particulars Coven: 
e of their claims, to Sydney Wiltshire, 19, St Dunstan’s-hill, Gt Tower st Pet 
rere Tsaswoure 18. to aes Buick AND Tis Co, prep Creditors are iy aol or oa, 
ore Aug 6, to send their names a: the particulars of their @ 
claims, to Oswald Davies Marsh, Victoria #q, St Helens Eure, 
Court Papers. reser inoue, Buu ok Limitep—Petn for winding up, 9noy’ July 2%, Buus, J 
, irected to Aug 4, wiess & Co, Martin's In, Cannon ‘st, solors ‘or petner 0 
Supreme Court of Judicature. poate of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- Og 
noon of Aug . 
Rora or Resisrrans 1x ATTENDANCE 0; Mzwosso (Taquan) Gop Mines, Linirep —Creditors are required, on or before Aug 41, July 
Euercexcy Aprrat Cover "tee. pe Mr. Justice Rant Gute Pe de vant Ge a= of their debts or cotes, 0 a 
Rota. No. 2, Kekewicn. Breve. Roap Brock Got Minina Co ov Inpia, Liitep—Creditors ate required, on or before Gates, 
° Mr. 4 Leach Mr. ee “ Mr. Toon . Mr, King Sept 6, to send 5 a ae mee one the pertloulars of their debts or claims, to Hau} 
the v - Lead ‘armer jam Leonard yley, 6, Queen at pl, ‘rancis & ohnson, Gt Winchester st, 
5 Grexwell Jackson eed ing for liquidator 
6 Church Pemberton W. Leach Farmer aia Puitiirs & Co Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented July 17, directed to be Hansox 
7 = Jed tl n ed x King heard Aug 4. Your, Philpot In, omer ‘ioe petner. “Notice of &ppearing must reach the Pet 
emberton - Leac ‘armer above-named not ter 6 o'clock in ternoon of Aug 3 
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Ceres Box Files. 


These File Boxes in Foolscap 
and Quarto sizes (with first-class 
lock and 2 keys) are substantially 
made in Japanned Tin, — are 
eminently suitable x! le ur- 
poses They will 
client’s papers, books, &c , clussi- 
fied under any desired headings, 
which can be written as required. 


The strap to secure 
the papers can be ad- 
justed in a moment, 
S. and the box can then 
be safely carried in any 
position. 


N.B. — Letters and 
papers can be ‘‘ ported ”’ 
into the empty end of 
of the File, and after- 
wards sorted 


_———— ~ 





Messrs. 


are not to be found in any other system. They are: 


one’s hand ; 
“3, The ultimate stowage in the least possible space ; 
“4, Easy personal superintendence of correspondence ; 


hol Aw 





FREEMAN & SON, Solicitors, 
“ After full trial we have no hesitation in saying that your ‘ Ceres’ System is quite the best we have ever seen for a lawyer's office. The facilities it affords 


MRNON’S VERTICAL SYSTEM. The System of the Future. 


Times.—“ By this system the most complex body of documents can be arranged with admirable simplicity.” 


CERES FILING CABINETS. 


These Cabinets are the most 
practical application of the 
Ceres system. Stocked in 
three forms : 





(a) Single column with and 
without Card drawer. 
(d) Four drawers (as shown) 
at table height for sort- 
ing papers on; and 
‘(c) Six drawers, with slop- 
ing top, making a 
Standing Desk. 
Other forms and designs, 
and with wider drawers for 
foolscap papers, to order. 


7, Foster Lane, E.C. 





“1; The indefinite subdivision and classification of cor srowgpendanse under names and matters in chrunological order, and if desired in separate departments ; 
“2. The automatic collection of and immediate reference to all letters received and sent out in matters under progress, these being always on one’s table and under 


“5, Reference to and revision of past correspondence by means of an index ; and 


66. The destruction of obsolete letters. 


“ We have entirely abandoned the ‘ Amberg’ Files, which have been used here for fifteen years, in favour of ser 


the good fortune which brought the latter under our notice.’ 


‘ Ceres’ Files, and have daily cause to thank 


Please call and examine the system, or send for Ilustrated Pamphlet, Post Free. 


The CERES DEPOT, for High-class Time-saving Appliances, 


10, JOHN STREET, ADELPHI, LONDON, W.C. 


(Opposite the Society of Arts, and two minutes from Charing Cross). 








Stanparv Etecrro Gatvanizina Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 8, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles 
Edmund Field, 10, Shadwell st, Birmingham. Rollason, Birmingham, solor for liquidator 

Wasr Arnica Corporation, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
Thomson, 65, London wall 


London Gazette.—Tursvay, July 28. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LimiTeD in CHANCERY. 


Deawex Merrauye Couwiery, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 24, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alexander 
Nisbet, 3 and 4, Lincoln’s inn fields. Johnson & Co, solors for liquidator 

ZGERALD Macuine Gun anp Carriage Synpicatr, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on 

or before Sept 9, to send their names and addresses, ana the particulars of their debts or 

, to Harry William Lambert, 5, Kmg Henry’s rd, Hampstead. Christopher & 
Cornhill, solors for liquidator 





Grawnv’s Dritt anp Trovtey Co, Liwrrep - Creditors are required, on or before Sept 12, to 
send their names and and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to to George 
—_ Turner, Arcade chmbrs, King st, Wigan. Mayhew & Co, Wigan, solors for 

uidator 

Sennen Mixes, Lunrep - Creditors are required, on or before Sept 10, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or See, Sey Seay See, 
65, London Wall. Beal & Peoes, Bud, ' for liquidator 

Norra's TypewriTeR MANUFACTURING 
Sept 14. to send their names and to F. , 40, 

Seawarp Bros, Limitesp—Creditors are Ff 7, to send their names 
and addresses, and the of their debts or claim, to Octavius Grant, 
48, Gresham st. Turner & Co, King 6, Chena alee rs for liquidator 

Suarr, Srewart & Co (Limrep)—Credit on or before Aug 13, to send 
their names and addresses, and and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alexander 
Wilson, Atlas Works, Glasgow. Bannatyne & Co, Glasgow, solors for liquidator 

Wesrren Countirs Wixe anv Sprair Co "ageee)—taeeens are required, on or before 
Sept 5, to send their names and addresses, and of their debts or claims, 
to Mr. Albert Louis Honey, 23, Catherine st, Exeter. Hagon & Teek, Bridgwater, 
solors for liquidator 











Pet July 22 Ord July 22 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


Hrycock, Beruvet, Port ane, Gam, Butcher Aberavon | Surro 


srrox, Matruras, Gt Grimsby, Labourer Gt Grimsby 
Pet July 21 Ord July ~ 


ortham: rtham a ST, Auctioneer King- 
Londm Gazette.—Fripay, July 24, a. —, 3 ” > = and toe upon Hull et July 21 Ord July 2 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Hype, Monica Croria, Manchester, Grocer a Tom, Nelson, Lancs, Greengrocer Burnley Pet 
Baryert, H A Grattan, ee, Solicitor Barnstap’e Manchester Pet July 20 Ord Jul July 21 Ord July 21 . 
. Pet July2 Ord July Inatesox, Wituiam Henry Merlo Tydfil, Builder | Tweuts, Jouz, porous, Glass Dealer Leicester Pet 
ARRAND, ELpREAD, Gt “eat, nr Walsall, Farmer Walsall Merthyr Tydfil Pet July 20 Ord July 20 Jul Ord July 22 


Pet July 7 Ord July 2 


ND, Henry Epwarp, "iehietbiatase Silk Merchant 


JOHANSEN, CurisTIAN JOHANNES ANSOLT, ane, Fruit 
Grower Brighton Pet July22 Ord July 


West, Wrruan Caceene, Hockham, Norfolk, Blacksmith 
Norwich Pet July 22 a Ont July 22 


ottingham Pet July 20 Ord July 20 Agent Leeds Pet July 17 
Boora, Puare, Beverle = Yorks Dewsbury Pet July 21 — Ay Ord July 20 e henengee Maidstone aes “— Sulp tt ~ 
Ord July 2 mm. =" > AL a Gt Dover st, Job Master High Wituiams, Witttam Hexey, Redruth, Cornwall, Butcher 
Carrer, y+ ba Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet June 27 Court Pet July 4 Ord Jul ‘ Truro Pet July 20 Ord July 20 
Cu Hoan A hs > Woop, Cuarcrs es Bsveaty, Cheltenham, Draper 
ARKE, Hegpert, Posten, Civil Engineer Boston Pet | Lover, Pamir Westry ge B Poke, Plumber Dews Cheltenham 16 Ona July 30 
June 12 Ord Jul bury Pet July 20 Ord July 20 Amended notice» © wubattuted that published in the 
KORoFrT, Grorar ‘ 4 1AM, Bradford, Brewer’s Sundries | Morean, Caaries, Hereford ker Hereford Pet July : 
t Bradford Pet July 21 Ord July 21 21 July 21 Srevens, Ernest a enaaee bray tha Taunton 


Covanrry, Gitpert Groner, Woolstone, Glos Cheltenham 
Bg Pot July 18 Ord July 18 
althamstow, Tailor High Court Pet June 30 
ag July 21 ° Ord July 22 
Eurve, Jaues Tuomas, Stockport, Licensed Victualler 
E port Pet July i8 Ord July 18 
LL18, ALEXANDER, Seacombe, Cheshire, Publican Wrex- 
KF Pet July 20 Ord July 20 
host, Paitir Henny, Ipswich, Accountant Ipswich Pet 
@ uly 20 Ord July 20 
4keAtT, Grorar, Bolton, Mineral Water Manufacturer 
@ Bolton Pet July 21 Ord July 21 
aTEs, Joun Cnaries, Cambridge, 
m Pet vuly 21 Ord July 21 
LL, Exxesr Epwarp, Moseley, Birmingham, Grocers, 
k. Birmingham Pet July 22 Ord July 22 


July 3 Ord July 20 


oa Pet July 20 
Ric ‘High On 
Court Pet July 3 


Sarrn, Freperiwx Wuitiiam, 
Dewsbury Pet J 
Sara, Joun Eowiy 
Pet June 28 July 21 


Grocer Cambridge 





July 20 Ord July 20 


Musrog, Ricnarp Atsert, Walsall, Carrier Walsall Pet 
July 17 ey 17 

eet: Joun, Piccadilly High Court Pet May l4 

Pearce, Ricuarp, Bosham, Sussex, Farmer Brighton Pet 

oe, Farpeniox Rercn , Eeiagten, Fee Provision Merchant 

holt cres, —— fail, Slate Merchant 


Sion — Rk AUGUSTINE, 
Builder Povle Pet July18 Ord July 18 


Surron, CHARLES Jackson, Ki 
broker upon Hull 


Pet July 11 Ord July 11 


Amended notices substituted for those pean in the 
London Gazette of July 1 


Seen Say 1s Gn July 3 - worth, Laundress Wands- 

worth iy 

Warton, Rosrat, Agent 
y Pet July1 © July 18 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 
a Grorck ALEXANDER Lacesuece, Eat Louis, 
Reo Onl 8, 1903 Rese July 22, 1908 


Bo $2 Boman, 
Birstall, Yorks, Butcher 





By’. (, Sane a aun, tet carpenter's 
tford, le Mason Greenwi Aw =, Farpenick Witua™, hd 
"Dmgrover Aug 1 at 12.90 Pieter 
pon Hull, Pawn- pant ENRY Rowan, Rot t Augé 
et June 90 Ord July 22 at 12 Off Reo, 4, Castle 
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Boveuex, Grorcz Txomas, Ashill, Norfolk, Carpenter 
aug 1 at12.45 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

_——— Greeor, Gt Driffield, Surgeon Aug 5 at 11.30 
Otf Rec, Trinity House la, Hull 

CarTrr, ArMIsTEAD, Leeds, Grocer Aug 6at12 Off Ree, 
22, Park row, Leeds 

Cockcrorr, Grorce WILLIAM, Bradford, Brewers’ Sundries 
Agent Aug 5 at 3.30 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Cot.ett, Henry, Newport, Mon, Cab Proprietor Aug 1 at 
ll Off Rec, ‘Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Mon 

Corke, Junn Roy AL, Kingston upon Hull, Decorator Aug 
Sati11 Off Rec, Trinity House ln, Hull 

CeEek, Wrtam Jon, Fowlmere, Cambridge, Wheelwright 
Augilati2 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Crowe, G, Walthamstow, Essex, Tailor Aug 4 at 12 
Bankrupt tey bldgs, Carey st 

Eastwoop, Frienp, Luddenden Foot, Yorks 
11.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Fiic, Revsey Harsy Aug 4 at 2 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, 
Park st, Nottingham 

Gauuvssen, J, Brixton, Manufacturers’ Agent Aug 4 at 
2:30 uptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Garkatt, George, Bolton, Mineral Water Manufacturer 
Aug 4é4at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Gavix, Rospert Terras, Grove lane, ae, Printer 
Aug 10 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Goocn, Wattsr, Newton otman, Norfolk, Foreman 
Brickmaker Auglati2 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

GoopFeLLow, WILLIAM, Pontypridd, Labourer Aug 6 at 12 
135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Granam, Rosert, Woodditton, Cambridge, Florist Aug 5 
at 2.45 The White Hart Hotel, Newmarket 

Hawsoy, Avsert Josern, Bradford, Engineer Aug 5 at 3 
0 Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Harpy, Ernest Wits, Nottingham, Tobacconist Aug 4 
at 3 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl Park st, Nottingham 

anes, J Damax, Abingdon Kensington Aug 7 at 12 

kruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Sivas Jou, Kingsland rd, Builders’ Merchant Aug 10 
at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Jerreizs, Jostrx Grorce, Leyton Gteen, Essex, Coach 
Ironmonger Aug7 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

JoxEs, Hueu, Bodedern, Anglesey. Farmer Aug 1 at 11.30 
Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Cheshire 

Joxes, Wituiam, Maidstone, Fishmonger Aug 12 at 11 
Off , 9, King st, Maidstone 

Kwsient, Jou Joseru, Hammérsmith Ang5at11 Bank- 

rupt bldgs, Carey xt 

Lixvey, a Amos, Haverstock Hill, Shipbroker 
5 at Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Mot, Wasa Louis, Hornsey, Stockbroker’s Clerk Aug 
10 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Napet, ALEXAspER, Warwick st, Pimlico, Tobacconist 
aug 4 at ll Bankruptcy bldg, Carey st 

Nicnoras, Daviv, Neath, Glam, Shearer 
Off , 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Parner, Roverr, Blaenclydach, nr Pontypridd, Collier Aug 
5 at 12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Pearce, Ricuarp, Bosham, Sussex, oo 
230 Off Rec, 4. Pavilion bldgs, Bri 

Pau.irs, Samvet Davin, Aberenyon, Glam, Grocer Aug 
Tati2 135, Hapa, Merthyr Tydfil 

Beap, Frevericx W111, Islington, Provision Merchant 
Aug 6 at 2.40 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Roserts, Jony Wituiam, Nottingham, Grocer’s Assistant 
Aug 4 at 2 30 Off Ree, 4, e pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Suaw, James Joseru, Portland, Dorset, Painter Aug 1 at 
12.30 Off Ree, Endless st, Salisbury 

Sicswortn, WiLLtAM, Middlesbrough, Grocer Aug7.at 3 

Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Swrrn, James, Hednesford, Staffs, Grocer Aug1 at 14.45 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Tuorre, Horace L, East Dereham, Norfolk, Grocer Aug 
1 atl Off Rec. 8, King st, Norwich 

Turnxer, James, Dudley Aug 1 at 11 Off 
Wolverhampton st, Dudley 

Wattox, Roseer, Lintbo 

t Aug 7 at 3 


Aug 5 at 


Aug 


Aug 1 at 11.30 


Aug 13 at 


Rec, 199, 


Middlesbrough, Pro; 
Ree, 8, Albert rd, Midtie. 


Watreter, Joux, Leeds, Cycle Agent Aug 6 at 11 Off 
Rec, 2, Park’ row, Leeds a 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bisnorp, Atreep Percy; Isli , Outfitter High Court 
Pet June 27 Ord July 20 
Bosp, Hexry Evwanp, Notti , Silk Merchant Not- 
Pet July 20 Ord July 20 
Cuapmas, Coartes Witrerp, Bi , Commission 
High Court Pet’'Feb 11 Ord a aly 21 24 


Cocxcrorr, Gzorce Witiiam, B , Brewer’s Sundries 
Bradford Pet July 21 Ord. July 21 


Crowe, Wituiam Tuomas, ana, Grocer Birming- 
ham Pet Jul 
Liverpool Pet July1 Ord a 
Baker Bedford Pet 
vre, James Thomas, 
ly 20 Ord July 20 
EAE... GronsE, Bolton. hor 


uly 16 
Daweaks, Wiii1am Yetvertos, Boutle, B Builders’ Merchant 
Evwarvs, Erueam teen, aie 
Jaly 18 Ord July 22 
Stockport, nes Victualler 
Pet July 18 Ord July 
oy “Ey “Cheshives Publican Wrexham 
pases. os etl seer aly ay, ere Manager High Court 
uct, Accountant High Court 
Pet July6 Ord Jul 7 
Feoer, en a, 3 pewich, Accountant Ipswich Pet 


July 2 
Ganeatt, Grorct, Bolton, Mineral Water Manufacturer 
Bolton Pet Jaly 21 Ord July 21 


Gates, Jousx Cuances, ra Grocer Cambridge Pet | 


July 21 Ord July 21 


Gavis, Bosrer Texnzas, Camberwell, Printer High Court 
Pet March 


2% Ord July 20 
Hassos, Avezet Josern, "pradtord, Engineer Bradford 
Pet July 2 Ord July 20 
Hercock, Beruven, Taibach, Port Talbot i. " ppeaae 
Neath and Aberavon Pet Julv 22 ( July 
Hyrog, Mostca Crciusa, Harpurhey, Sigadbeter, Grocer 
e Pet July 0 Ord July 20 
Wiassn Hexny, Merthyr Tydfil. Builder 


Ixciresos, 
Merthyr Tydil Vet July 2 Ord July 20 














Jones, WILLIAM. ee, Fishmonger Maidstone Pet 
July 20 Ord J uly 20 
Lev ee Beysamin, and Louis Got.ies, Mile End rd, 
Boot Manufacturers High Court Pet June 12 Ord 
July 20 
Levy, WituiaAmM CHARLES pais Chiswick High Court 
Pet May 12 Ord July 15 
lanes. Puitie WESLEY, Batley, Yorks, Plumber Dews- 
bury Pet Jaly 20 Ord July 20 
Musror, Ricnarp Auserr, Walsall, Carrier Walsall Pet 
July 17° Ord July 17 
Parses, Bensamin Jonny, ta aera Builder Walsall 
Pet June19 Ord July 2 
Pearce, Ricnarp, Bosham, , Se ee Brighton Pet 
July 8 Ord July 21 
Perry, Wituiam Bay.iey, Aston, Birmingham, School- 
master Birmingham Pet June 16 Ord July 22 
Ricwarpsoy, Epwarp, Islington, Mouraing Flower Manu- 
facturer High ‘ourt Pet June8 Ord July 21 
Roserts, Henry, Fleur-de-Lis, Mon, Haulier Tredegar 
Pet July 3 Ord July 21 
Rosz. Artuur Avaustinr, Boscombe, Bournemouth, 
Builder Poole Pet July 18 Ord July 18 
Sine.eTon, WitL1AM, Hampton, Builder’s Manager Kings- 
ton, Surrey Pet ‘May 19 Ord Juiy 21 
Surrn, Freperick Wituiam, Birstall, Yorks, Butcher 
Dewsbury Pet July 21 Ord July 21 
Sutton, Matruias, Gt Grimsby, Labourer Gt Grimsby 
Pet July 21 Ord July 21 
Tay.or, Ernest, Kingston upon Hull, ~~ oneal King- 
ston upon Hull Pet July 21 Ord July 
TizarpD, JoHN ARTHUR FREDERICK, TLelooator | 7 High Court 
Pet Nov 24 Ord July 16 
Tomiinson, Tom, Nelson, Greengrocer Burnley Pet July 
21 Ord J uly 21 
Twetts, Jonny, > hl Glass Dealer Leicester Pet 
July 22 Ord J 
West, WILLIAN Fo ll Hockham, Norfolk, Blacksmith 
Norwich Pet July 22 Ord July 22 
Westsrook, Artuur, Chancery In, Solicitor High Court 
Pet April18 Ord July 21 
White ey, Joun, Leeds, Cycle Agent Leeds Pet July 17 
Wi.tiaAm Hewnrv, Redruth, Cornwall, Butcher 


Ord July 17 
WILuIAMs, 
Truro Pet July 20 Ord July 20 
Amended notice substituted for that ponent in the 
London Gazette of July 1 
Srevens, Ernest Wittiam, Taunton, natew Taunton 
Pet July 11 Ord July 11 
Amended notices substituted for those published in the 
London Gazette of July 17 : 
Sricer, Frank Capiz, Lee, Kent, Baker Greenwich Pet 
June18s Ord July 14 
Epmonp-Ssmiru, Curistine, Wandsworth, 
Wandsworth Pet July 15 Ord July 15 
London Gazie,—Turspay, July 28. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Bartow, Jouy, Burton on Trent, Stonemason 
Pet July 22 Ord July 22 
Brircn, Fraycis, Middlesbrough, Picture Framer Middles- 
brough Pet July22 Ord July 22 
Borrinctoys, Joux James, Derby, Plumber Derby Pet 
July 24 Ord July 24 
Brap.ey, Epwin, ma Spa, Y 
July 22 Ord J 
Burns, Mary Sas von By , — in Furness, Grocer Barrow 
in Furness Pet July 23 Ord July 23 
Ca 7 Tay? W, Acton, Builder Brentford Pet June 16 Ord 
y 2 


Laundress 


Hanley 


Yorks,Stationer York Pet 


Ccamp, Witiiam Atrrep, jun, Birmingham, Licensed 
Victualler Birmingham Pet July 238 Ord July 23 
Croven, Freperick NorMan, Rhyl, Flint Bangor Pet July 
25 Ord July 25 

Coates, Hewry, Lilbourne, Northampton, Licensed 
Victualler Coventry Pet July 22 Ord July 22 

Eppiestoy,TuHomas HuoGua, Hindley Green, nr as Cycle 
Agent Wigan Pet ‘July 25 Ord July 25 

EsHecey, CHarces WILLIAM, wpa Park, Traveller 
High Court Pet May 12 Ord Ju 

Estity, Evizasetu, Easingwold, _ 
York Pet July 24 Ord July 2 

Ferrasez, Joux Futon, Chalford, = Manufacturer 
Gloucester Pet July 25 Ord July 

Frankiix, Sivyey, Stonehouse, Glos, Builder Gloucester 
Pet July 23 Ord July 23 

Feaykritt, Wittiam, Northampton, Farmer Northampton 
Pet July8 Ord July 25 

Hirst, Atyreep, Oldham, Broker Oldham Pet July 23 
Ord July 23 

Hopasos, Wititiam Bramwett, Morecambe, Plumber 
Preston Pet July 23 Ord July 23 

Joxzs, Joun, Woolbope, oo Farmer 
Pet July 23 Ord July 23 

Jones, Tuomas, ; Ironmonger Tredegar Pet 
July 24 Ord Jul 

Kaye, Enxesr, Huddersfield, Fried Fish Dealer Hudders- 
field Pet July 25 Ord July 25 

Livery, Emity Avice, 8t Leonards on Sea. Lodging House- 
keeper Hastings Pet July 23 Ord July 23 

Lytucor, Ricnarp, ee Grocer Wigan Pet July 14 


Ag Grocer, Widow 


Worcester 


Ord July 23 

Mitcae.., Joun, , one Middles- 
brough Pet saly 280 Ord : 

Moorz, Cuanies, Leeds, Cocnmestal Traveller Leeds 


Pet July 22 Ord July 22 

Perry, Jouxn Ricnanp, Harrogate, Painter York Pet 
July 2 Ord July py 

Propy, Soromon, Sheffield, Cabinet Maker Sheffield Pet 
July 22 Ord July 22 

Ross, , B, Paignton High Court Pet June5 Ord 
Jaly @ 


Ruckz, Joun CHarvxs, » Leytonstone, Civil Servant High 
Court Pet June 23 Ord July 22 
Russert, Cuagces James. London st, Hyde Park, Job 


Master High Court 
Smiru, Joun Wituam, Shirley, Warwick, 
mingham Pet June18 Ord July 24 
Sreaxor. Marruew, Kidderminster, Grocer Kidderminster 


Pet June 27 Ord July 2 


Builder Bir- 


Pet July 2 Ord July 2 
Trescuanv, Kosear, Wellington, Somerset, Butcher 
Taunton Pet July 14 Ord July 25 





‘Waite, Cuartes Atpert Ernest, W' 





oodstock, 
cle Agent Swindon Pet July 25 Ord July 
WILkiyson, Frep, Pee, Yorks, Hosier ae 
Pet July 8 Ord July 2 
WINCELEY. Joun, “Blackbura, Grecer” Blackburn Pet July 
23 July 23 
Worsynop, Frep, Halifax, Tramway Clerk Halifax Pet 
July 23 Ord July 23 
Youne, Freverick James, Coventry, Confectioner Coventry 
Pet July 24 Ord July 24 


ARTRIDGESCOOPER | 





LIMITED. 





PARCHMENTS 


Of the Finest Quality. Specially Selected 
Thick Skins. 


ALL PRINCIPAL SIZES IN STOCK, 
PLAIN, OR RULED & TEXTED. 


Perticulars of Prices and Size on application, 


191 & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


NENERAL REVERSIONARY AND 
INVESTMENT COMPANY, LIMITED, 
No. 26 PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
(Removep rrom 5 WHITEHALL.) 
Established 1836, and further empowered by Special Act of 
Parliament, 14 & 15 Vict. c. 130. 
Share and Debenture Capital £619,870. 


Reversions Purchased on favourable terms. Loans on 
Reversions made either at annual] interest or for deferred 
charges. Policies Purchased. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


LIMITED 
(EsTaBLisHEepd 1828), 
Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real 
Property, and Life Interests and Life 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 


Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, 2637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited 


10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. OAPITAL (PAID-UP), £500,0. 


REVERSIONS AND LIFE INTERESTS 
In Landed or Funded Property or otner Securities 
and Annuities PURCHASED, or LOANS Granted 
Thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Capitalized. 


C. H. CLAYTON,) Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 


19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C. 
Assets -« +#« «# 158,000. 











and Personal 
Policies, and 











CHAIRMAN: 
Sin HENRY WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Bazr., J.P., 
2, Mit: tre-court-buildings, Templ e, E.C. 


Prompt and Liberal Advances to Purchase, Build, or 
Improve Freehold, Leasehold, or Copyhold Property. 

Borrowers Interest 4 per "cent. Monthly repayments, 
which include Principal, Premium, and Interest for each 
£100 : 10 years, £1 1s. 1d.; 12 years, 188. 4d. ; 15 years, 15s. 6d.; 
18 years, 14s. 2d.; 21 years, 12s. 11d. survey Fee to £500, 
half-a-guinea. 

Prospectus free of FREDERICK LONG, Manager. 


PATENTS and TRADE-MARKS. 


W. P. THOMPSON & CO,, 
322, High Holborn, W.C. 
(and at Liverpoot, Mancurster, & Birminouam), 
LONDON and INTERNATIONAL AGENTS of Pro- 
vineial and Foreign SOLICITORS in 
PATENT matters. 
Representatives in all Capitals. 





eee 


YATENTS.—Mr. F. W. GOLBY, A.L.M.E., 





M.8.A., Patent Agent (late of H.M. Patent Offices), 
36, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. Letters Patent ob- 
tained and Registration effected in all purts of the 


World. Oppositions conducted. Opinions and Searches 


as to novelty. 






Suitable 
THE L 


Mortga; 


LEGA 


Tut C 


Cur 
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